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HILLTOP PEfiaCIIOaL PRO(mAJ< 



miikmmi^ pr m fpw im om 

This saatloa of the 1974-1975 TiU.© I B^aluatloa Report is based on data 
obtalaod from four-ya^*-ald ohlldrea who pwtlelpated la the Hilltop Horn® la* 
teri^eation Program diortng the 197-^1975 eobool year* nia ehildrea w©r@ tested 
at the Hilltop Ceatar diirlag thstr tegvlBrlj floh^tU-ad oeator elaoaaa* The 
children atteaded Glasses oaoa a veak for two hots' s€38ioas# la additioai a 
veeklj ^Islt wai sohtd^ad to eaoh home* 

The o'7alyatloa of the Hilltcp Kmm latar^eatioa PrograB is cospcsed at 
ttoee distinct parts %riilch as follomi 

Part I - Hypothesis TaBtlag 

Part II Ites As^ysls-Stmdardisad lastriMeats 
Part HI- Item Aaalysis-Crlterioa-Refersac^ (Locally Da^elopad) 
lastraaants 

Thm coaclasloas aM recomaadationsp bas^ oa ths data from the three 
parts listed aboTey are fouad on pagas 38-39 of this report, 

PART i^tnpQTimis ^mnm 
^oTHKis am 

Statwaat of ttrpothegis 

Pour-ysar-old ahildraa who l^im partlalpat^ ia the HOTe laterteatioa 
Preschool Program for tha 1974^1975 school year will a^tobit norm stftbUlia* 
tioa ia the ability to iata^ate ^Isu^ parceptioa aM motor ability as 
meaaifftd ^ the j^ery Devalajptteatal Ttst of Visiial-MQtor lategratloa. 
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Prasgntatlon of Datw 
TABLE I 

DEVlLOmENTAL TEST OP VISUAL-MOTOH INTECRATIOff 





MEAK PRE AND POST 


SCORIS ECPRS 


SSID AS MONTHS 






Post Test 


Actual 
X GalQ 


^^90 ted 
X Gain 


t Viaua 


X - 44-16 


S - 51.57 


7. a 


6.60 


0.90 


s - 11.19 


a = 8.92 








n = 74 


n = 74 








Agt - 52.71 


Age = 59,31 









^Ittiieatas t ^alua is signifiawt at *05 l©^el qt bsyond* 



Inter pretatlon of Reeultg 

Thm Beery DmBlop^mtB^ Temt of Vi8ual*MotQr Integration waa actainia- 
t@T^ to 8a?snty-fDur four-ytar^olds frofloi th© HoIb© Intenrention Program in 
Ootober of 1974 and again in May of 1975| a alx«aad slx-t«nths' month span In 
tljna^ 

Reacts of these testi^s appear In Table I* Scores record the Iswl 
of de^elDpiBSiit la terms of montha. An aatusd gain of 7#41 months for the 
□hlldren oeowrsd during the fii3c*-ai^ eix-tenthrf aoatha between teatlngB* 
Wien this actual gain vas compared to the asg^eoted gain, no alg^flcant 
difference was foimdi that is, thiir growth rata was laot significantly 
different thM noriMli 

At ths tim% of fall testingi the mean age of the children waa 52.71 
iBonths. Tho group developmental level was below their expected age level 
by 'oore than nine montha. The age at the time of post teBtlng was 59*31 
BonthB for the Ghlldrin, The group was performing below developmental le^el 
by nearly eight months. 



OTQTH^IS TWO 
atMeffiftnt of 

Four-year-old children who bftve partieipated in the HoMe Inter'ventlon 
Preschool Prograa dia*ing the W^^-W^S Bchool year will eschibit norm stabiliza- 
tion in sklllfl pBgarded as neceaji«Ty for swooia in aGhool m mettaured by the 
CsLldvell Preschool In'vsntory. 

Pr esgatittlop of Da'tjB, 
TABLE II 

cAi^wm. PRMCHooL immioRt 

MEAN PRE AND POST fmV SCORffi EXraES© AS T SOOBIS 
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Actual ^peot^d 
Pretest Poet Test f p al ^ X Oaim t Value 

i - 50.70 i " 57.35 6*65 0,00 6,20* 

a ^ 9.88 i - 9.54 

11-69 n ^ 69 

•ladlcatea t tpalu© la iignlfiaant at ,05 level or beyond* . /» 

Ittterpretatlon of Rasults 

/ 

Sixty-^iyLne fow^jear^old ahildr^n vera adminiaterdd th^ C#ldvell Frtsohool 
tm&ntory on a pre and poat ttat bai^ls^ TtBsm result8| rnKpr^m^ aa T scar eai 
are ^eaanted in Table II, To obtain T aoorea it waa neoasraiLCy to oon^ert raw 
soorea to nation€LL percentile ranlca^ Kratlonal psrcentil© rank la based on the 
84B of the child at the time of t@ating* With inereaaed B^m a higher raw 
aoore is neoeasary to maintain tha HBmB perceatlla raiA« Ba^>id on the normal 
curte these peroentile ranks were ohwiged to T seores* A T distribution has a 
mean of 50 airi a ataodard de^iatlo^ of 10, A group Indiqat^s normal growth 
^ maintaining the aarae T score* 

8 
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When tha hypothesis was tBStod, a significant differeaoe was found 
from pra to post test. The pretest mean T scorn of the fotar-y ear-old a was 
50.70 snd the post teat mtan score was 57.35. This naans that in oompariaon 
to the nfttional standardiEation anmpls of tht Caldwill, the ohildren made 
greater than mtmal grovth and thus Improved their position. The poat test 
T -valut ia ,74 atandard deviations above the e^^iected mean of SO and inaieatea 
a rank at the 77th pareentile level compared to the norming sample. 



four*yaar«old children who have partioipat^ in the Hone Intervention 
Presahool Program for tha 1974^1975 school year id.ll exhibit norm Btabillza- 
tion in their dlBcriminatlon skills when meaaurad on the non-verbal Columbia 
Mental Matitrity SoalB. 




Preaentation of Data 



TABLE III 



COLIMBIA MENTAL MATWRITr SCALl 
mm JRE AMD POST TKT SCORES 



FrBteist 



Post Tflst 



Aetual 
X Gain 



^peotad 
X Gain 



t Valtie 



X « 89.45 



93.59 



4.14 



0.00 



a.9S* 



8 - 11.12 



8 



9.89 



n = 69 



n = 69 



•Indicates t valtje Is significant at .05 level or beyond. 
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InterprotatloD of ResultB 

Slrty-nlne four-^ytar^old ahildren who partiQipated in the Homi Inttrton- 
tlon aapaet of thm Hilltop Pr©aahooa Program were fldmlnlstered the Goltwbia 
Mental Matwltjr Seala on a pre and post basle* This is a non-T©rb«JL meaiitt-o 
oomposed eatlraly of : serimiiiation skills. Th€ task of the child Is to e^leot 
from tha series of drawiaga the ont which is differont from, or tmrslated to, 
the athws in th© series* 

Each scor© is aomputed % ahasglng the rav score to a stai^ftrd flcor^ 
based on the age of tha ohlld* tmT&mm in ago requira inor eases in rav 
aoores to saintain the same atandard acoros* Normal performftnce would b© 
j,adloated by aalntaining th© same meaii stajidard acore* The distribution 
baa a mean of 100 and a standard deviation of 16* Results in Tabl^ III in*^ 
dicate that the group of children Hiaifitalaed their posit lona — atojp^&rd 
scores ha'^e made no aigaificwat etisiige from pre to post testing. 

When the hypotheals waa tested, a il^lficant increase wae ob^arvad^ Thl© 
indicates greater than noimal growth In the djacrimination skllla of the chil-- 
dren* The post test Is *40 atflundard deviations below the expected mean of 100 
ajid indicates a rank at the 34th percentlla level oompared to the norming 
sajFiple. Based on this data, the groiip of Honie Intervention ehildran ranks low 
on dia crimination skills, but have been able to improve their relative level 
dwing the time they were involved in the prbgraTn, 

mgoTa^ia four 

statement of Hypotheaia 

Powr^year«old children who ha^e participated in the Home Inter'^entlon 
Preaehool Program for the 1974^1975 school year will esdiibit a atatietioally 
aignifiasatly higher level of ttastery of ooneepts considered neceisswy for 
aqbiavament in the first yeiur* of sehool bm measured by the Boehm Teat of 
Basio Concepts* j q 



TABLE IV 



Bomm TM'S OF BASIC CONCEPTS ' 

MEAN ma m> post test scoh;^ 

REPORTED AS RAW SCORIS 

By THREE Dirmim groupings of items 



Dsgdrlptioa of It^g 



Pretast 



Post Test 



25 Itms 
Fotm Af Booklet I 



25 Itama 
Fonn A 

Seiacted Items l^om 

Booklatfl I mA II 
(identiaal to Kindergarten 

Soreaning Bai 



aitlrt 39 Iteffig 
Obtained bj Oomblnlng 
all Itaas Abo'^a 



X 
s 
n 

X 

3 

n 



14*77 
4.36 
74 



11*34 
2.53 
74 



n ^ 



19 •03 
4.83 
74 



X 

B 

n 
1 

B 

n 



t ^ 



18.14 
3*59 
74 

13.42 
2,90 
74 



23*03 

4.99 
74 



5*99* 



6*95* 



*lQdlaato@ t lvalue signlflowt at -05 letrel or b^jond- 



Intarpratatlon of Re6id.tg 

Tbt Boehni Test of Baala Cqnoepts was adairdstared on a pra Md post test 
basis to seventy-four studant©. Thla test does not have norms for preachool 
eo testing for norm atablll^atlon was not possible* The pretest mean was 
Gompared to the post test mean for statistical slgnlflGanoe* Three groupings 
of Items witUn the test are reported* 

The testing of the hypothasla (entire thlrtf*nin^ items) Indloated 
signif icwitly higher perform^pe on the post teat vhea oompared to the pre- 
teat* This mews thsti on the a?8rige, each oMld taw foinr more of the 
mea0io*ed oonoepts at tibe end of the year than ha/aha knav at the beginning 
of the year. 



tmP0TOm:|3 FIVE 
statement ol'...IHyp9theeiB 

Pour-yaar-old ohildran who ha-^a pwtiolpated in the Home Intervention 
Preflohool ffogtm for tho .1974-1975 $ahool year vtll exhibit a stetistleallj 
algnifiaantly higher perceptiial de^alopaenfcal le-^al ae measwed ^ the Draw-A- 
Man Test, 

FreBrntBtim of Data 

DKAW-Av^MM TEST 
MEAN PRE Afro POST TMT RAW SCORIS 

Preteat foA feat t Vague 

X ^ 4.51 f ^ 6,04 3.80* 

a ^ 2,76 U - 2,77 

n ^ 74 n ^ 74 

^Ii^iaates t valua sipiif leant at ^03 lii^el or beyond « 

Inter pretattofa of ResulfeB 

Seveaty-fow fQur-year-*old ahildlt^n were administer^ toe Draw^A-^Man Test 
on a pre and poat basis. Ke namatlw <iata waa available for aompwiapn, so 
the mean poat teat acere was ooffipar^di t^ the pretast acore for statlstlQ^ 
algnlficanoa, / 

Hie post teat acore was algnifi^amtly higher than the preteat ioor© 
indie ating a higher perceptual detelopmwtal letel as measitfrt by the Draw-A-Man 
Teat* 
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StetMiiDt of Hypothesis 

Fotar^^eai'-^ld abi2tos& who Iui^q pmrtLdlpat^ la the Nc»mQ lateYfeatioa 
yrtsehool Program dts^liif tha 1974^1975 BohaoX year ^11 ©Aifelt a statls tie idly 
algalf iaauitlj hifliar lev^l of 9oeabulu7 da7#lopnmt as msuured ^ the Faabody 
rtctme Voeabiiliff^ T©ft. 

Presentatloa of Date 

TABLE VI 
tMBOm PlCTlffiE VOSABUlAEr 

ms im post tist hlw scorbs 

Pretest fomt Ttat t VaLue 

X - 32.05 f ^ 42,33 U.09*» 

i * 9,53 m ^ 9.21 

*Ixidlaatta t ^ajlua aigQiflaut at *05 l€^€l or bayGod* 

Int^rprfttatien of BasuLts 
Ibe paabodf Flatura Voaaliila]^ Test was adminlatar^d eQ a pre post 
basis to Si^^enty-slac f oOT^yaar-old ohildr€n« Tha post tast raw #00^0 was 
□oBipared to tha prgtast raw aaorfp Resylta IMlaats that the po@t tast scort 
was 8l|iilf iamtlf Mghar than the ^atd€t mQOTB with a^ a^araga jjappoiramsnt 
of tan word P. 

I 
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Data repor-tsd in t of Sftctlaii I ara ift th« f am af m€an scores - 
statistically ajaaljsed ^ ^t@8t8« In this parte| tto@6 of the Insteimonts 
i^m ropor'ted itau 13$' Itai, k olii^Aquu'e teat of #lgnif ioMaa has becii par-i 
fot-iaed an each itw* Sig^fLcaat ehl»aquw« t^^@a l^ioata a atatiatiaall^ 
si^iif loaAt obangs Is tks i^uober of sttjAecta aonMilsr anavarlng the itw 
froffl prttait to post ttst» Rifi wriysis ia partiaula3ply ^aluatLe Is detar- 
mintng tn^arii^ la^als of pmficianc^i aasaaaiag akill de^sLDpaamt in Tm*^ 
la^ion to program a&phaela^ aad sat ting, ""prioritiaff for pi^ograffl wphMifl* 



TABLE VII 



BOHW imT OF BASIC CONCWTS-PORM A ' 

ALL iTBis OP %mm. i & smMrn^ lia^s or livil ri 

ITIM ANALISIS 



I tarn 
Nuabfli' 


Coaeept 


Pretest 
No. Correet 


Post Test 
No, Correet 


Chl-Square 
Value 


1 


top 


55 


69 


7.86* 


2 


tho'ough 


53 


68 


8.38* 


3 




33 


53' 


9.84* 


4 


xivxt 


43 


59 


6.89* 


5 , 


laside 


43 


71 


26.64* 


6 


momm 


42 


56 


4.97* 


7 


middle 


40 


57 


7.47* 


e 


fev 


36 


34. 


0.03 


9 


farthest 


41 


47 


0.69 


10 


around 


62 


70 


3.09 


11 




53 


53 


1.08 


12 


widast 


31 


42 


2.67 


13 


moat 


56 


58 


0.04 


14 


bftvsen 


36 


49 


3.91* 


15 


whole 


35 


55 


10,03* 


16 


nearest 


63 


73 


6.38* 


17 


second 


20 


19 


0.00 


IS 


coraer 


U 


53 


1,87 


19 


' aewtral 


62 


59 


0.17 


20 


behind 


39 


53 


4.75* 


21 


row 


33 


52 


8.80* 


22 


different 


40 


46 


0.68 



15 
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Table VII - Bo©to Test of Basic Conqapts-Forn A (oontinutd) 





CoMspt Protest 


Post Test 
Ro. Corrsct 


Chi— Sqiiar© 
Value 


33 




38 


36 


0,03 


24 




56 


62 


0.99 


a5 


half 


39 


4B 


1.75 


S6 




50 


40 


2.25 


28 


at ^he side 


X8 


42 


14.69* 


31 


shapas ^Lkt 


14 


32 


6. 12* 






45 


40 


0.43 


38 


o^ar right ead 


32 


42 


2,16 


40 




2 


17 


11.81* 


43 




30 


32 


0.03 


44 


on the lefti 


27 


21 


0.77 


45 


pair 


32 


24 


1,40 




ikip a bo% 


4 


6 


0,11 


47 


tqusl Qwbera 


11 


8 


0.24 


48 


in order 

(large to small) 


25 


24 


o.oo 


49 


third 


U 


12 


0,00 


50 


least 


U 


22 


1.79 



*Indteatos ehi^iquare yalus li Bl0ftijfiaant at »05 le^el ©r laye^. 



Thirty-al»© itesg of the Bo^to Tast of Basic Conaepts wtr© atoinlstsred 
on a pr©«post %%mt h^mim, Rfteen of thasa itOTS ha^e oM-square tmluai wMeh 
are signif least, i^ieatiaj ttuat the nuittbtr ot □hlldran ras^^nding aorriatly 
on th€ past taat is atgiiif ioantljr grasttr than the nmbar of oMldraa raapoad- 
^ Ing cerrectly on tht pretast* 

16 
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TABLE VIII 



CALDWEIL PRESCHOOL IliVIlHTORI 



Item 
Nimber 


Ooneept 
n=69 


Preteat 
Ho. OolTect 


Post Teat 
No. Correet 


Chi-Sqimri 


1 


What is yoOT firat name? 


66 


67 


O.OO 


2 


How old tr© you? 


51 


65 


9.14* 


3 


What is y©OT lagt iiajia? 


48 


a 


1.14 


4 


Show me your shouldw* 


38 


52 


5.40* 


5 


Shaw ma yQur hsel« 


17 


38 


12.09» 


6 


Wiat»i this? (fingaj) 


47 


54 


1.33 


7 


What's thii? Cteae) 


36 


49 


4. a* 


8 


What*© thla? (elbow) 


30 , 


43 


4.19* 


9 


Raiss yaw hand» 


64 


65 


0.00 




Now jump* 


61 


69 


6.50» 


11 


fi If i- ^1 ^ ii ^ 4^ 

Say "h©llo'i vepy loirily. 


52 


66 


9.fi8» 


,12 


Wifgle. 


34 


54 


11.32* 


13 


Put ttoee cars in the "bLg box. 


25 


54 


23.21» 


14 


Put the red car on the blaek box, 


36 


54 


9.23* 


15 


Put the yellow car on the little 
box. 


29 


40 


2,90 


16 


Put the blue caj under the greea 
box. 


21 


38 


7.53* 


17 


Put two oars beliliid the box in 
the olddle. 


16 


29 


4.75* 


18 


Gife e-fferfthing to me. 


44 


44 


0.03 


19 


If you were siolc, who would you 
go to? 


44 


44 


0.03 


20 


If you wantBd to find a boat, 
where would you look? 


24 


38 


4.95* 


21 


If you WMted to bi^ BOBf gaS| 
where woiid you go? 


38 


54 


7.34* 


22 


When do we eat breakfast? 


15 


41 


IS. 78* 


23 


If you wanted to retd sonethijigi 
what would you do? 


25 


48 


14.08* 



17 



-u 

o 

ERIC 



Table "VIII - CaldwslL Preachool Inir«ntory-Itw Aaalysla (eonfclnued.) 



Itm 
Nmber 



Coaotpt 



Preteit 
Ho, gonfect 



PoBt Test Ohl-SquaTW 
No. Correct Valui . 



24 If you ifanted to find a Hon, 15 
vbere would you look? 

25 Vlfaat dosa a nother do? 43 

26 What doss a dentist do? 33 

27 What does a teachsr do? 29 

28 Wilch vay does a waterfaH go? 20 

29 Which vay does a phonograph 38 
record go? 

30 Which vsgr does a ferris vheil go? 14 

31 How maiay aygB do you have? 59 

32 Let's hear yoti ooimt out loiad, 53 

33 Hew maay hand a do you hate? 39 

34 How mBJar wheels does a bicycle 
havef 

35 Hew inai^ wheels does a car have? 18 

36 How maiay wheels does a trieyeie 19 
ha7e7 

37 How maiiy eoraers dosi this sheet 7 
of paper hwrnl 

38 How maxiy tooB do you ha-we? 5 

39 VhLcb. is bigger, a tree or a 50 
flower? 

40 Whteh is Blower', a ear or a 37 
bieyele? 

41 Which is heaifier, a brick or a 44 
shoe? 

42 Point to the olddle one. 30 

43 Point to the first one, 21 

44 Point to the last obs. 12 

45 Point to the seeond one. 8 

46 Wiiah of these Wo froupB has more 50 
ohaokexs in It? (2 iM 8) 

47 WhJ.eh of these two groups has leas 29 
checkers in it? (4 and 6) 



49 

48 
48 
27 
26 
J8 

22 
63 
62 
40 
44 

29 
29 

29 

8 
57 

39 

i7 

51 
37 
19 
16 
57 

52 



31,73» 

0,52 
5.86* 

0,03 

0.82 
0,03 

1.84 
0.64 

3.34 
0,00 

0,12 

3.23 
2.59 

16.57* 

0.34 
1.12 

0,03 

5.32* 

11.96* 

6.W* 

1.50 

2.47 
1,50 

14.47* 
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TablQ VIII - Caldvell Pr^sehpal Iwsnterf-Itsa Anslysis (coatinu^) 







Protest 
No. Correot 


Post Teat 
Ko, CorreBt 


Chi-Square 
Value 




Whloh has noFe ohtekdrii In Lt? 


6 


8 


0,08 




Point to the ane that is mcst 
like a wfaa@l» 


60 


63 


0,30 


50 


Point to the one that meat 
like a stick. 


57 


o2 


1,00 


51 


Point to the one that Ip iost 
like a tant. 


28 


46 


7.96» 


52 


Make one like this* (iiai) 


48 


&2 


7.57» 


53 


Nov 0M lik© this, (qlrole) 


49 


57 


1.99 


54 


koA now tela one* (aqiiMBurt) 


20 




10.64* 


55 


Hake one likt thl0« (triengLe) 


13 


30 


8.65» 


56 


Vftat coler Is this? (Waok) 


43 


6a 


12. 90* 


57 


What color is this? (r^) 


41 


62 


15.31* 


58 


Wiich on© is the col^^r of night? 
(black ©r pia*ple) 


30 


5a 


22.86» 


59 


Color the circla« 


51 


60 


2.95 






^4 






61 


Color the square* 


38 


52 


5.40* 


62 


Color the aquare piirpla* 


31 


58 


2l,39» 


63 


Color the triugla* 


42 


59 


9.45* 


64 


Color the trlangla orMga« 


a 


60 


11,96* 



*Ittaicates chi^aquara value t# signifiaaBt at *05 la^al oi* beyQ^* 
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TABLE I3C 

DEVmOPMaJTAl TIST OP VISUiUUMOTOR INTEQRAnoIj (ITJMS 1-15) 



Item ConoQpt Fretea'b Post Test Chl-Squara 
Hmbtr r^4 Ho, CorgBct Mo. Ooi^eet Value 



1 I 66 71 l.§7 

2 — — 51 70 ■ U.68* 

3 52 71 15.59* 
"4^ 38 56 8.43* 

IS 39 11.41* 

6 L J 16 40 15.20* 

7 \ . 18 23 0. 54 

8 ^ 3 19 12.01* 

9 A ^ 5 15 4.63* 




10 j 4 5 0.00 

11 . ^ 0 3 1.36 



/ 



12 2 1 0.00 

13 0 2 0.51 



U O 0 0 0.00 

a o 

15 ^ 0 0 0.00 
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tabu: X 

PBABOPY PICmB VOGABOLART rSST 



Item 


Voeabulaf7 Word 


Preteat 
No , ^rr#at 


Poat Teat 
Mo. Copreet 


Gbl«Sqiwr0 
Value 


1 




76 


76 


0,00 


2 


CqV 


76 


. . f W 


^ n no 






76 


f © 






girl 


76 


76 


0.00 






/ w 


r Q 


U«UU 






76 


76 


0*00 


1 


clovni 


76 


76 


o*po 


G 




7& 


76 


0*00 


Q 










10 




72 


/Q 




11 




63 






12 


fan 


68 


76 




13 


digging 


66 


75 


6.26* 


14 


skirt 


65 


7d 


5*38* 


15 




63 


75 




16 


Atvm 


70 


76 


4#33* 


17 










18 




is 


©9 




IQ 




or 


75 


5*24* 








75 


12*76* 


M. 






73 


6*62* 




biish 


50 


66 


8*19* 


a? 




44 


69 


19^87* 




p swing 


45 


71 


22.75* 






30 


73 


10,83* 


26 


teaofasr 


59 


73 


9.73* 


27 


biilldisg 


35 


51 


6.02* 


28 


ajrov 


49 


62 


4.81* 


29 




58 


75 


15.39* 


30 


Maldent 


56 


72 


11.13* 


31 


MPt 


26 


46 


9.52* 


32 


oabao8« 


21 


34 


4.10* 


33 


envilope 


47 


64 


a, 55* 
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TaW.e X - P««body Pictvc© VoeabuXary Test-Item Aaalysls (coJiit.ljttU9d) 



Itra 






PoBt Test 




Nunbai* 




No* Co wee t 


Mo. Correct 


V&1U0 


34 


piaking 




49 


4.50* 


35 




'11 


31 


11.88» 


36 


gogglos 




33 


1.80 


37 


peacook 


le 


a 


i3.a» 


38 






62 

19 ^ 


9.01» 


39 


aoaafa 


1> 


0,99 


40 


whip 


sub, 


a 


5.23» 


a 


net 


9$ 


46 


10, 57* 

1 


42 


frdckl® 




38 


3.90* 


43 


sagle 




45 




44 


twlat 




42 


8.71* 


45 


shining 


34 ^ 


46 


11.68» 


46 


dial 


u 


43 


20,32» 


47 


javnlnf 


u 


33 


9.98* 


48 


tumbla 




23 


2,95 


49 


signal 


u 


32 


9.01* 


» 


aapstdle 


10 


15 


0.77 


51 


sutearlna 


IT 


26 


2.08 


52 


tharmos 




13 


0.48 


53 


pTpjaotar 


u 


28 


8,83* 


54 


grotip 




22 


13,a* 


55 


taakllng 


U 


24 


5.34* 






I 


9 


5.25» 


57 






10 


3.03 


58 


aarwonj 


1 


9 


5,25» 


59 




2 


14 


8.45» 


60 










61 


dijeoting 


4 


7 




62 


funnal 


^ 


10 


3,03 


63 


dallght 


1 


12 




64 


Iwtwar 


1 


4 


0.85 


65 


aDsm^laatlon 


1 


1 


0.51 


66 


arahar 


a 


8 


2.68 


67 


atadlw 




0 


0.51 


68 




1 


2 


0.00 



ERIC 
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PART III-ITa4 AHM.T[SIS 
Criterion Refer eaeed (Loc^ly Da^eloptd) Ijagtrimenta 

Th« <Jatm taported in Pwrt II wire basad on the itmdardized Instt-umejati 
ussd in th^ mtml ©valuation of tha progras. Data in this sactlon are baaed 
on looaJUy d#v©loptd instrimfnts desigaed to spsatf ieally asaosa the degree ^ 
of oastwy^ of sKilla emphasized in the Hilltop H^t Inter'^entlon Progratt* 

thm 0wriculm has been di'vided into five mlts - eaah six to seven veeks 
in length* The Hilltop staff presided a listing of specif le objeativts fox 
each of th# imiti^. Researoh ani DMelopment staff members developed a test 
for each mt of objeeti'?es, Moh cMld was i^i^tdiially tested on each n^t 
pre aai po^t* Bt^atita of each teat situatioa wsre retwned to the Hilltop 
staff in the torn of a listing of the eonoipts «d the tested Isirel of pro- 
fieiencjr mch iEdlTidual child* 'In addition, an item item analysla 
vas retiiro^d to the staff after each imit pre and post testing was completed. 
Results of mXt0 one to fivei reported item ^ Item^ are listed in the 
felloving tabled* 
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miT om 



t%m #1 
Whiit 1» this? (apple) 



00 



What are theie? (potato«») 



wrong on pretest 
right on post tdst 
2 


right on pr#tsst^ 
right on post test 
69 


wroii^ ofi pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 


What is this? (orsfige) 


vroiig ©a pretest 
right on post test 
13 


right on p-iitest 
right on post test 


yx^ong on pretest 
vrong on post test 
5 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


Item #3 3^^^^.83* 
What is this? (pwpkin) 


wrong on pretest , 
right on post test 
28 


right on pftitest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

•? 


right on priltest 
Wong on ppUt test 
2 


Item #4 
What are thase? ( 


p'Spes) 


wrong on fastest 
right on post test 

22 


right on pyttest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

9 _ ^ 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 

a 


Iteili #5 1^^16.06* 
What are these? (qarrota) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

la 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
10 


right on pdr^test 
wong on post teat 

AW 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
28 


right on detest 
right on post test 


wrong on ^etest 
Wong on post test 
21 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

2 


Item #7 3^^*56* 
\ftat is your nme? 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

2 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 


Item m 3^^*84* 
What is yow addressi 


wong ©n pretest 
right on poit test 
20 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
8 


wrong on pretest 
wong on post test 

39 _ / 


right on pretest 
woftg on post test 

P ^ 



Bow asay oheekers w« in aet? (two, 



wrong on pretest 
right on pDSt test 

8 


right on pretest 
right 0tt post test 
60 


Wfong on ^etest 
wrong on post test 
L 


right 0tt pE'stest 
wong on post test 


2 

Item #10 / 3£^.04 
How awy oheokers we in thl# set 
now? (fiw) ■ 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

12 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
21 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

27 - 


right on protest 
wo)ag on post test 
12 



i^i^lfioaiit at .05 level or b^ond. 
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Unit One - Crlterioa-Refarenead Tm% (continued) 



Item #11 

How mu^ oheekera 
now? (eight) 


3^^e24 

are in the sat 


Wong on ^etest 
right on post test 
10 


right on pifatest 
right on post test 


Wong on fSfetest 
Wong on post test 
48 


right on pratest 
wong on post test 
7 


'Point to the mmhw "2". 


vroBg on pretest 
right on post tef t 
8 


right on p'atest 
right on post test 
17 


vrong on pretest 
vrong on poet test 
38 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 

9 : . 


Item #13 A3. 05 
Point to the niMber "5". 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wong on ^etest 
wong on post test 

32 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

6 


Itm #14 Aj.ae* 

Point to the nmher >%«U 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
15- 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
21 


wong on i^etest 
Wong on post test 
32 


right on pf'stest 
woi:^ an post test 
4 


Item #15 3e2-14*Q9» 
What is this? (cirale) 


wong on ^etest 
right on post test 
21 


right on prateet 
right on post test 


wong on ^eteat 
wong on post test 
8 


right on prateat 
wong on post test 

2 



*Slgnif±aant at .05 level or beyond. 



Item #16 x?^.26» 
What Is this? (aqiwe) 



wrong on p3?ete8t 
right on post test 

ai 


right on pretest 
right on post teet 
U 


wong on p^et^it 
woK^ on post test 

31 


right on pretest 
wong on post tent 
6 


Itea#17 x^^l2,89* 
What is this? (trlmgle) 


OToag on ^eteat 
right m post test 
24 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
27 


wong on ^etost 
wong on post test 

-M..,- 1 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 


Item #18 

Vftat i« this? (re€ 


; tangle) 


wrong on preteit 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post teat 
13 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wo^ on post test 
1 


It«#19 
What eolor Is this? (red) 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
17 


right en pretest 
right on post test 
37 


wong on pretest 
wong on post test 

„ „ U 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
4 


Item #20 3^^.26* 
What i^ this? (yellow oard) 


wong on {detest 
right on pest test 

ai 


right on pretest 
right on post tent 
23 


wong on pretest 
wong on post test 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

6 „ 



Ualt toe - Critarloa*Raf««B0#d Test (oo»ti»usd) 



What qqIot iB tUs? (blue) 



Wong 08 pretest 
right on poat teat 
16 


right on preteat 
right on post test 
27 


vrosg on j^mtnt 
woxig on poat teat 

23 


right on protest 
Wong on post test 
6 


Item #22 ^^kSf^ 
>fhat oolor la this? (^aen) 


Wong on pretest 
right on poat teat 
21 


right on ^etest 
right on post teat 

23 


Wong on pfstest 
wor^ on post teat 

20 


right on prateat 
Wong on poat test 
8 


Item #23 

What oolor Is this? 


(orange) 


Wong on pretest 
right on poat teat 
13 


right on pratest 
right on post test 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post teat 
17 


right on pretest 
wong on post teat 
2 


Item #24 3^-1,25 
What color ia this? (purple) 


Wong on pretest 
right on poat teat 

13 


right on pfatest 
right on post teat 

n ... 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post teat 
31 


right on latest 
Wong on post teat 
7 



*SignlfiGftnt at .05 level or bejond* 



Item m T^m.U 
Here is & rope on the floor, I want 
70U to start at this ami and walk on 
tha rope to the other end • 



None or part * Pre 
totira - Post 
20 


Bntis^a * Pra 
Aitj^a * Poat 
8 


None or part * Pre 
Kona or part * Post 
30 


Ihtira - Pre 

Hone or Part - Post 

IL 



tteia #26 

Here ii a selaaorai out the rectangle 
out of this paga^ 



PrateB"t 


Post Teat 


t /Value 








^4.82 




3.98 




1=4.49 





m 



ERIC 



TOUT TWO 
CHITgU:OH«R]gg^OS) I^T 



Xtm #1 ^=5.U» 
What Is thlfi? (drum) 



VFong on ptetmnt 
right on post test 
7 


right on pretest 
rignt on pos^ ^es^ 
61 


vToag on pratest 
wtong on post test 
4 


right on iffetest 
wrong on posu ^esv 


Item #2 
What is this? (baX 


1) 


vrong on pretest 
right on post test 
3 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

m 


OTong on pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


Item #3 3^^.13* 
What Is this? (clown) 


wrong on ^etest 
right on post test 
8 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
62 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


Item #4 3^^,77 
What la this? (blocks) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
57 


%^ong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


Item #5 1^^.00 
What Is this? (Santa) 


wrong on ]^etest 
right on post test 
1 


right on ^eteat 
right on post test 

m 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
2 



^^i^ifieant at .05 level or beyond. 27 
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What !■ this? (elf) 



Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
35 


right on preteet 
right on post test 

1 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
15 


right on ^ettst 
wong on post test 

1 


Item #7 3e2^14*06* 
^t is this? (star) 


Wong on pretest 
right en post test 

16 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

55 


wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
1 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 


Item #8 3£^^2.07» 
What is this? (bell) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
14 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
56 


woM on pretest 
Wong on post test 

2 


right on ^etest 
wong on post test 


It« m x^^8*26» 
Vftloh pictwe is the largest girl? - 
flarrast nietOTel 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 

33 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
33 


wong on ^etest 
wong on post test 
5 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

1 


Item #10 3^-4*90* 
Vftere Is the boy sittlJig? 
fin the wairan) 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 

9 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
60 


wrong on ^etest 
wong on post test 
2 


right on pretest 
woz^ on past test 

1 



Unit Two - Crltarloii-Rofortnood Test 



Item #11 

1b tMs 1^7 iM or out of 



the 



wagoa? 



Item #16 x^^48.02» 
Let*s see If you oan finish the rhyme i 



*SigBif leant at .05 level or beyond* 



wrong on pretiist 
right on post test 
23 


right on potest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
3 


right on j^etest 
Wong on post test 

1 


Item #12 3C^^.44 
Where is the cat? (in front of ohalr) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
16 


right on pretest 
right on f^st test 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
43 


right on ^etest 
Wong on post test 

9 


Item #13 

Where is the cat? 
(in back * behind t 


A2.O8 

phe chair) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

9 


right on pratest 
right on post test 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
2 


right on i^etest 
Wong on post test 

3 


Item #14 
l^eh girl is the sm&Llest? 
(smallest £irl) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
23 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
29 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
11 


right on pretest 
Wong on i^at test 
6 


Item #15 i^=6,76* 
WMch is the mlddle-slse girl? 
(ffllddle-slie girl) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
22 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

31 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

11 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
7 



Wong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
2 


wrong on ^etest 
Wong on post test 

20 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 


Item #l?a x^^ai*33* 
Gi^e me something hard f^om the bag* 
(ffluat huid block to tester) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 

26 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

43 


wo^ on pretest 
Wong on post test 
2 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 


Itm #17b x^^28*26* 
Gl^e me something soft from the bag. 
(must hud SDon^e to tester) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 

33 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
36 


wong on pretest 
Wong on [NDSt test 
2 


right on i^etest 
wong on post test 

1 


Itm #18& 3C^^47*17* 
Gi^e me iomethlng rough from the bag. 

(must hsjad cMpet niece to tester) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post teat 
52 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


wong on ^etest 
wong on post test 


right on pretest 
wo^ on post test 

1 


Item #l8b 3^^42*48» 
Gi'^e me something smooth from the bag. 
(must hand tagboard to tester) 


Wong on ^etest 
right on post test 
50 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wong on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

2 



ERIC 
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Unit Two - Criterlon-Refereaeed Tast 



Item #19 3^^6.41* 
Walk on tlp^tots trom here to vail. 



OToag on pretest 
right on post test 
21 


right on pretest 
right on post teat 
47 


^irong on pretaat 
Wong on post test 
3 


right en pretest 
woB^ on post teat 
1 


Itm #20 3^^.45* 
Now hop to the table* 
(must hoD on iams foot) 


vrong on pretast 
rlgM on post teat 

3-7 


right on prmtBBt 
right on post teat 


vrong on prateat 
wrong on poet teat 
10 


right on pretest 
wrong on poat teat 

3 



*Signlfloajit at .05 level or beyond. 



Iton #1 

What is this? (ear) 



00 



What Is this? (bus) 



wrong on ]^et#st 
right on post tait 
0 


right on ^etest 
right on post test 
81 


wrong on pi^atait 
Wong on poat test 
0 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 


Item #2 ^^»00 
>ftat is this? (truck) 


Wong on potest 
right on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
81 


wrong on pretest 
wro^ on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
wong on ^St test 
1 


It« #3 7?^.m 

What is this? (toain) 


wrong on ]^etast 
right on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

1 " 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 


Itea #4 ic?^.00 
Vhat is this? (boat) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
right on past test 
81 


wor^ on pretest 
Wong on post test 
0 


right on pretext 
wong on post test 
1 


Item #5 3^^.00 
What is tUs? (aJjf plane) 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
81 


wong on ^etest 
wong on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

1 



wong on pFStest 
right on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
75 


wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
1 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
0 


Item #7 X^-4*97* 
What is tills? (mailta'UOk) 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
25 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
30 


wong on ^etest 
wang on post test 
18 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 


Item m ' 13 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
72 


wong on pretest 
wong on post test 

a 


right on pretest 
wong on ^st test 
1 


Item #9 A36.21* 
What is this? (he»t) 


woi^ on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on p^st test 
25 


wong on pretest 
wong on past test 
15 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 


a 

Item ^0 X ^55,02* 
\^t is this? (oresoent) 


wong on p*etest 
right on post test 

57 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wong on ^etest 
wong on post test 
16 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
0 
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Unit Thret « Criterion^Refertna^ Test 
Item #11 



Listaa, I'm goi^g to start a aurser^ 
rfagnoi^i ^'Tvo littls astronauts sitting 
OS ths moon*" Now I'm going to say 
ttis again axA you sa^ it with mm wot 
saj the whole rfagrme to tha end* *'One 
named Jackj one nsm^ June* Jet awayi 
Jaeki Jet awigri Jiuiel Jet hack, Jaoki 
Jet baok^ JuneP' 

No pratestlng 
Post results onlyi 

Bcaat-39| Ai^roi*-30| tfrong-13 



Item #12 A 
Which Is the biggest egg? 



EKLC 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

7 


right on pretest 
right on post teat 
71 


wroi^ on pretest 
wrong on post test 
0 


right on pnretest 
wrong on post teat 

1 


Item #13 Al,73 
Which egg is farthest from jou? 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
2? 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
^ong on post test 
16 


right on preteat 
wrong on post test 
14 


Item #14 Ai.sa 
Vbich egg is Mgger than tMs egg? 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
17 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post teat 
8 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
9 


Item #15 ^^^.57 
Fiok one of the eggs aM put it 
near mr Dencil* 


wrong on pretest 
right on post teat 
3 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


«Signirioant at .U5 level or beyond. 



Item #16 



Does this picture show daytlmt or night- 
time? 



wrong on preteat 
right on post teat 


right on pretest 
right on post teat 
17 


wrong on pretest 
wong on post test 
11 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
20 


Item #17a :^^*50 
Is this wet or dry? (wet) 


wrong on pretext 
ri^t on post test 

0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
80 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


Item #17b 3^^*00 
Is this wet or dry? (dry) 


OTong on pretest 
right on post teat 
0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
82 


OTong on ^etest 
wrong on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
0 


Item #17c x2=l,33 
Is thlB wet or dry? (wet) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
right on poet test ! 
79 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 

? 


Item #18 
I want you to skip 


for me* 


wrong on preteat 
right on post test 
33 


right on pretest 
right on post teat 
23 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
22 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 



-28- 
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Unit Thr©e. - Crit©rlon*Refsrinced Test 



Itso #19 3^^5a4* 
Nov imp for me. 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
7 


right on ^©tast 
right on post tost 
73 


vrong on pretest 
wrong on post tast 
2 


right on pretest 
wrong on poet test 
0 



Itam #20 
Fold the paper on the line. 







Pretest 


1.51 


Post Test X- 


1.91 


t - 3,07* 




*Si^fleant 


at ,05 level or beyond. 
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CRIfEEIOH-REBTOlNOro TEST 



Item #1 

Point to the bird in the middle. 



wroag on pretest 
right on post tent 
9 


right on pretest 
right oB post test 


Wong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
8 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


Item #2 ic^4,00* 
Show me the edge of this papers 


wrong an pretest 
right on post test 
18 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
3 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
53 


right on ^etest 
wrong on post test 
7 


Item #3 3^^22,78* 
Which hall is next to the boK? 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
30 


right on pretest 1 
right on peat test j 


wrong on ^eteet 
W5i^ on post test 
7 


right on pretest 
wro^ on post test 
2 


Item #4 ^^1*56 
What is hetween the aandlea? (b^l) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
11 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
61 


wrong on paretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
5 


Item #5 3^^17,45* 
Point to the corner of the table. 


wrong on pretest 
right an post test 
29 


right on la^etest 
right on post test 
12 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
?6 


right on pretest 
w*ong on post test 



Item #6 x2=39.20» 

WmX ii this? (oval) 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right an post test 
16 


Wong on ^etest 
Wong on post test 
20 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
1 


Item #7 3e2^31*11* 
W^t is this? (diemai^) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
ZL 


Wong on i^etest 
wrong on post test 
13 


right an pretest 
Wang on post test 

3 


Item #8 
Which set hSH fewer 
^th three IoIIItop 


3^3.23 
lollipops? (set 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
21 


right on pretest 
right on past teat 
2i 


Wong an i^etest 
Wong on post test 
26 


right on pretest 
Wang on post test 
10 


Item #9 ^^*76 
Whloh pencil is the shortest? 


Wong an pretest 
right on post test 
13 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
56 


Wang on pretest 
Wong on post test 


right on pretest 
wang on post test 
8 


Item #10 3^^2.40 
Point to the tallest glass* 


Wong on preteot 
right on post test 
11 


right on pretest 
right an post test 
60 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 

4 



*Slgnificmt at #05 level or beyond. 



Unit Four • CriteriQa*Ref©rena©d Test 



Item #11 3c2=l.Q4 

t^dh of these buildingi Is taller 
than thlg building? 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


rigEit on ^etest 
rignt on post test 

50 


wrong on pretest 
vrong on post test 
7 


right on preteBt 
Wong on post test 


Item #12 3^^2*70 
Which of these jars Is ahorter than 
this Jar? 


%irong on pratcist 
right on post teat 
20 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
37 


wrong on ^etest 
Wong on post test 
14 


right on lO'etest 
Wong on post test 

10 


Item #13 ^^5*01* 
Can you say the rest of the nursei7 
rtame? 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
67 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
0 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
14 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
0 


Item #14a 3^"43.02^ 
What is this? (roots) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
2 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
34 


right on pretest 
woi^ on post test 
0 


Item #14b 5^«54*15* 
What is this? (stem) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
59 


right on pfetest 
right on post test 
5 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
16 


right on pretest 
wo^ on post teat 

1 



*Sipiiflcmt at .05 level or beyond* 

34 



Item #14c x2=24.32* 
Vtoat is this? (l«a-?Bs) 



Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
34 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
37 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post teat 
7 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 

3 


Item #14d ^^4.02* 
What is tMs? (pet^s) 


wo^ on pretest 
right on post test 
66 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
2 


Wong on ^etest 
Wong oil post test 
13 


right on j^etast 
Wong on post test 

0 


Item #1^ ^^16,00* 
Vfliat is this? (seeds) 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test! 
23 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

S2 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
2 


Item #15 3^^1,56 
lifeioh sat has more marbles than this 
one? 


Wong on ^etest 
right on post test 

5 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
62 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
3 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
11 


Item #16 x^^.OO 
Whioh two eggs make the same sound? 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
16 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
37 


Wong on pfetest 
Wong on post test 

1? 


right on p'etest 
Wong on post test 

1? 



ERIC 



Unit Four - CrittriDa-Rifireneed Test 



l%m #17 ^^,25 
WMeh jar has bat water In It? 



wroag on prataet 
right on poat teit 
0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
77 


Wong on TprmtBBt 
Wong on post ttst 
0 


right on j^etest 
wrong on post test 


Itam #18 
Button the rest of the buttons. 


Pr©i 80 of il buttoned all 3 buttons 


Posts 80 of 81 butt^intd all 3 buttons 


Item #19 3^,00 
Lace thia the rest of the way. 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
13 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
i^ong on post test 

5 


right on ]^etest 
wrong on post test 

11 
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miT FIVE 
CRITIRIOK-RMm^Gro TEST 



Itott #1 ^=4.90* 
Walk aroimcl the chair. 



wong on pretsst 
right OS post taat 
9 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
69 


-wrong on pretast 
wrong on post test 

0 


right oil pretest 
wrong on post teat 
1 


Item #2 %^^a3^ 
Throw the bean bag aeross the table. 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
8 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
71 


vrong on ^etest 
wrong on post teat 
0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


Itea #3a 3^^16,A5* 
What l3 this? (goat) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
32 


right on i^-etest 
right on post test 
8 


^ong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
33 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
6 


Item #3b 

What is this? (cow 


x2=ii.i3« 

) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
20 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
51 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
5 


right on pO'etest 
wroK^ on post test 
3 


What is this? (elephttt) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
75 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 



*Slgnif leant at ,05 level or beyond. 



Item #3d 7i^^,ll* 
What la thlfl? (goldfish) 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
0 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
70 


wrong on ^atest 
wrong on post test 

0 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
9 


ItBm #3© 

What is this? (par 


akeet) 


wrong on pratest 
right on post test 

1 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
78 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 

0 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 


Item #3f 3^^,76» 
What is this? (sheep) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

25 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
13 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
8 


ttm #3i %^-31.03* 
What is this? (giraffe) 


wrong on ^eteat 
right on post test 
33 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
31 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
15 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 


Item #3h x2^33.23* 
What is this? (leopwrd) 


wrong on ^etest 
right on post test 
38 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
6 


Wong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
31 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
1 



ERIC 



-33- 



Unit Five - Criterlon-Refersnced Teat 



What kind of anlm^ is this? (farm anijial) 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
30 


right on j^etest 
right on post test 
35 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 

4 



Item #4b 3t2^.3S 
What kind of animal is this? (farm animal) 



wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
46 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
7 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
11 


Item §Uq 
What kind of an^al 


is this? (zoo animal) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
ZL 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wro^ on pretest 
wrong on post test 

3 " 


right on pretest 
\^or^ on post test 
8 


Item #4d 3^^=28.52^ 
^t is this? (pet) (goldfish) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
U5 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

13 _ __ 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
18 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
5 


I-tem #4© 3^^23*81* 
What is this? (pet) (parakeet) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
38 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
8 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

28 


right on pretest 
wrong on post teat 
5 


^^Ignlf leant at ,05 


level or be^^tand* 



37 
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Item #4f x2=l6.45' 
What kind of animri is this? (farffl anla 



OTong on pretest 
right on post test 
32 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
30 


Wong on pretest 
wrong on post teat 
11 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
6 


Itam #4g x2^5.63* 
^What kii^ of anlmsd is this? (zoo aniJtti 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

22 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
5 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 

8 


Item #4h x2=12,00^ 
liftiat kind of antoal is this? (200 anini« 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
23 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 


Item #ga x^l6,41* 
How mai^ checkers are on the table? (3] 


Wong on pretest 
right on post test 
21 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

47 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on i^ob% test 
10 


right on pretest 
Wong on post teat 
1 


It^ #5b x^^lO.OS* 
How many checkers are here? (2) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
28 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on p'eteit 
Wong on post test 

3 


right on pretest 
Wong on post teat 
8 



Unit ttVB Critarion-R@f trench Test 

Item #50 3^^14.77* 
Iftdoh niimber matehes the checkera? (4) 



Item # 7b 3^^.00 
What aolor is this? {him) 



^Igjilf leant at .05 level or beyond ♦ 



wrong on preteet 
right on poit %mt 
32 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
3L 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
7 


Item #6a x?^ 2,78 
Wiat is this? (reatar^le) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post teat 
16 


right on preteat 
right on post test 
41 


wrong on pretest 
\n*ong an post test 
15 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
7 


Item m 3^^13.07* 
Vftat is this? (square) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
15 


rigiit on pretest 
right on post teat 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 


Item #6o ^^,75* 
What la this? (diamond) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
11 


right on pretest 
right on post test' 
57 


wrong on pretest 
\nrong on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
1 


Item #7a 3^^4-90* 
tflrnt oolor is this? (red) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
9 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
65 


wrong on pretest 
wong on post test 


right on pretest 
OTong on post test 

1 



ERIC 
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wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

7 


right on pretest 
right on poit test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
7 


right on pretest 
wro^ on post test 
6 


Item #7c 3^ND,00 
WMt color is this? (jiillow) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
5 


right on pretest 
right oa post test 
64 


Wong en p'etest 
wrong on post test 
6 


right on pretest 
Wong on post tost 


Item #7d 

Vteat oolor is this? 


3^^.75* 

(orai^e) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 

11 


right on prateat 
right on post test 
64 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
3 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
1 


Itm #7e 3^H»08* 
Vniat color is this? (green) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
62 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

5 


right on pretest 
wrong on post t<&'st 
2 


Item #7f 3^-1*89 , 
What color is this? (purple) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
13 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
55 


Wong on pretest 
wrong on post teat 


right on pretest 
wrong on past teat 
6 



Unit Five - Criterion-Referenaed Test 



Item #7g x^si.o? 
What color is this? (black) 



wrong on protest 
right on post teat 
10 


right on potest 
right on post test 
63 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post taat 
1 


right on ^etest 
wrong on post teat 

- 5 


Item #7h 3^=5.82* 
Wiat oolor is this? (bro\m) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
10 


right on ^etest 
right on post teat 


wrong on pretsst 
wrong on post test 

3 


right on pretest 
wrong on post teat 
1 


Item #71 3^^2.08 
V^t color is this? (white) 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
9 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 

- 4 


right on pretest 
wrong on post teat 
3 


Item 3^^2*50 
Give me the long piece of string* 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
8 


right on pcetest 
right on post teat 
69 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 
2 


Item #8b 3^^,69*^ 
Give me the fat penolls 


wrong on pretest 
right on post test 
12 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
65 


wrong on pretest 
Wong on post test 
1 


right on pretest 
wrong on post test 

_ _ 1 



Blgnlf leant at ,05 level or beyond. 
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Item 0Bo ^^3,13 
Qiye me tha short pencil. 



wrong on ^etest 
right on post test 
7 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
68 


wrong on pretest 
wrong on post test 
3 


right on pretest 
Wong on post test 
1 


Item #9a X^^S.iS 
Tell me what you do in the morning. 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
20 


right on pretest 
right on post test 

40 . 


Wong on pretest 
wong on post test 
10 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
9 


Item #9b 3^2^5*36* 
Tell me what you do in tha afternoon* 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
24 


wo^ on jp^etest 
wong on post test 
13 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 

13 


Item #9o 3(?^5»04* 
Tell me what you do at night, 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
18 


right on pretest 
right on post test 


wong on pretest 
wong on poat test 
12 


right on pretest 
wong on post test 
6 


Item #10 ^ x2^39*51* 
Do you know the end of the rhyttel (to ; 
mary Had a Little Lamb") 


wong on pretest 
right on post test 
^7 


rig^t on pretest 
right an post test 
4 


wong on pretest 
wong on post test 
26 


ri^t on pretest 
wot^ on post test 
2 
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Unit fXye - Criterion-Refereneed Test 



Itm #11 3^^.44 
I want you to eatah this ball. 



vroog on pretest 
right -on post teat 
6 


right on pretest 
right on post test 
79 


wrong on pratast 
wrong on poat t@at 
2 


right on ^ataat 
wrong on post test 

r 
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CQneluslQng RQCQmrnendatloss 

Data from this report, combined with data trm pre-^ious reports, in- 
dloate the children who partloipate in the Hilltop Home Intervention Prop^Ma 
do fl^e normal or greater than normri prowth in the areaa of '^isuri-motor 
integration, preaohool aohlevwent, ^d dlsarlminatlon skills dwing the 
period of program partloipation. 

Since children are ell^ble for the ntle I progrm because they ha'^e 
a developmental lag, it would not have been ^edicted thAt normal growth 
would have oocwr^ during toe period of prep'M partioipatlon if the children 
had not participated in the pro^m* 

Item an^jses of both atauiardii^ instruments and the (looallj developed) 
criterion referenced instruments have been used ^ the Hilltop staff. The group 
analysis of the data has been used extensively in currici:Q.um development and 
revision^ ^e scope and sequence of activities have been modified and revised 
to be more sensitive to the levels and ne^s of the children | inappropriate 
objectives have been eliminated, there has been a reduction in emphasis of 
skills already mastered, ai^ the raphasis has been increased on inadequately 
learned skills and concepts # 

The criterion referenced data has been used on an individual basis - 
from each child *s test results a feedback sheet has been compiled. iMs in* 
foraatlon on the f eedbaolc sheet j^ovldes valuable litformatlon regwdlng each 
child's skill levels In addition, this i^ormation has been shared with the 
home wd has been received as a positive tool to aid in the instruction of 
each child, 

Thm procedure for screening children prior to entry into the pro-am 
has been improved with the movement to a m^if led form of the Denver 
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D«v#loimentiil Soraeniag T«st as the criterion insla-uttent. FurthtP nodifiea- 
tlpM to this procedure must be aot up, the ^obleM inherent ia testing yoimg 
chUdrea must be aealt vLtl In a more systematle mwrnBr when it is discovered 
that the young eMld does not respoi^. Ttia preient position is sueh that the 
child is autoBatieally adaittsd to the program. It is reooMnended that a 
seeond attempt to screen the cMld be completed within two months. (This 
situation Is the esctrwae e»eptlon rather than the rule.) At the stme time, 
a procedure must be dei^eloped so that a child may be eidttd from the prop-am 
during the year as his/hw skill Iwel reaches mastwy of the objectives of 
the program. 

Since the prlmiuT wphasiB of this progrMi is to enable moth«8 to be- 
come more effective educational change agents for their children, more atten- 
tion shoidd be directed to this area. Strong parent participation is necess^ 
as the present ^ogram is describe and design^. This participation must be 
required and greater documentation of this information and of other aetivities 
asBoeiated with pwent paa-ticlpation should become part of future process 
evaJ.uation. 

For it is only by atud^ the p-ooesses which go on ^thin the program 
that ^11 enable us to sort out those activitieB and functions which pa-oduee 
positive resia.ts for children wd those Aloh are non-functioma, A major 
emphasis for next year will be the pFoceas evaluation. 
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TAYLOR CmLERar'S HOME 

f 

latoeduetlon 

ChildbrdQ awrvlaod ^ this jroffm ar© ld«ntlflad ty the^ lubUlty to 
f imettan in a regulv p^ie lehool setting as detsrainad W ths staff at 
Taylor Chtldran's Umm* Titta I supporta ana alaasroM taaahar at th© Home 
wboaa fwatioQ it la to i 

1. Plaa, i&plnanty aa4 a^aluata th© daily toatottatlanal pro^u 
with th© ©-ttar faciiLty awibarg af tt© Ohilyrett's Horn© at^f* 

2. Fartioipata la Btaffiag s©saiona with aueh apaaliaists aa 
payaholagiats, aaelal ^rk«s, aaae work«s, hous© ptfanta, 
and th© direatar* 

3* Kaap raaards af atudents' prap^asa and aehiafmant. 

4, idffiinistar th® pa^a-poat maaatafaa usad to dactaent aahl©f«wnt 
gains* 

Th© taaahar r©c©if as a great deal af aid ^ia staffing aasslans held at 
the Children's Kama* a©sa sessions are uaed to usass pragresS| reasalgn 
prioriti.es I and plan new stratagies* 

The sp^lfla objaati^e of ttda pro^as la to sl^flewitly Inoreaae the 
reading and math«atlas acMe?mant Iwei, ^eater ttam the normal («^ected) 
developmental rat©i ae meastired by tee Meteopolitaa AeU^etaaent^ Wide RMg© 
Aehlrf«ent| aad Gates Oral Beading Teats for ap^©3dM&t©ly thirteen ehildran 
in ^ades 8e¥©n ttoough ten. Th© e^idwtlon of this abjaatl'f© la aaoonpllsh- 
©d through a |afa-past administeation af tea taita mentlan^. 
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Froimtatlan of Data and Interpretation ef Rastata 



for mmh aoastarmiant the ^i^act^ mean gBin aaore %ma aiJ.od.atad by 
adding tbe ziubar of sontha aaoh oMld ma In ^a ^ogram wad dividing the 
aioi 'bf tha mmhw of ohlldran partlalpati^ In tha proffBm* 

To obtain aotual gain aooreap the prataat soora for aaeb obild mi sub- 
traetad tram him poit test soora on each tteaaio'e. IMl^ldual gain sooraa vara 
tban added and the atm dlTldad bj* the numter of ^Lrtioi^nta to derive aetuid 
maan gain acoraa for aaoh maaaurenantt 

Table I i^feaanta gro^p data rastAts for eaob InatrtMrat InoliifaAed In 
the Taylor OMldran^a H^e a^iduatlon. The ataMatioal t test ma uaad to 
eompu^ actual to laqpaated mean g^in aooraa« 
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COMPARISOK OF AGTUAI. QAIH TO HPKCTSa? GAIH 

0M» aUTW i^fffgAf-TOT SCCBB3 



Frotaat X Post Tmat % ^^tsd Aetiu^ t 
T«st G.lt X OtLln ^X^aln^ J^Lue 

Gates Oral 5.25 6,61 0.46 1.36 5.29* 

Reading Teat 

mj 

Wide Banco Word 5.44 6.62 0.46 1.18 5.13* 

Reeognition 

m.3 



Metropolitan 5.45 6.58 O.46 1.13 2.16 

Aohieva. Teet 
Wd. Reco^ition 

IW.2 



Metropolitan 5.77 7.08 O.46 1.31 2.93» 

Aohivfe. Test 

Reading 



Metropolittm 5.48 6.68 0.46 1.^ 2.64* 

AeUeve, Teat 
Math GoBp. 

mm 



Meteopolitan 
Aoideve. Teat 
'Math Coneepta 
1^12 



5.19 



6.05 



0.46 



0.86 



2. 86* 



Metropolitan 5.00 6.09 O.46 1,09 2,17 

Achieve. Teat 
Math Problem 
Solving 

imz 



*lndioatea t valiu is signifieant at the .05 le'^el or beyond. 
G. I. ^ Grade Iquiv^ent 
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C Qiialufllona 

Th© 1974-1975 ytstata ay© oonslsteat idth fijadinfs tvom prwlous years, 
Tajlar Chlldrra'a Homo prai^&das u ^qperlence i^oh enmblta Its partlelpwttf 
to make ai^iflaut gsilns In aeadralo aofal@'vment# 

On Bix of a at en meaawMeata^ aotual ^awth ma more thu double carpeted 
grovth for the p'oupi and on fite of aeven meaawaa aeturi growth wa algni* 
fi^antly p't&ter than ^^oted p>owth, 

Theae galna tfe more notewdrtl^ In tlw of pu*tlolpanta' slow aaademlc 
pregreaa prior to attending Taylor Children's Home. Ihla is llluatoat^ by ^ 
the following mample* On the Gates Oral Reiuling feat students made an 
average gain of one year md four mantha in only fi^e monti^* time* The 
averse grade level of ohiltoen in the pro-am dwing the 197^1975 sahool 
yev was eighth grades Taking the pretest mean scare on the Gates Tests 
calaulate eight ye«r ^o^h far the groiflp (5*25 - 1*00) and divide by eight 
(eight years of sohaalinf). ^e result is average gain per year of sehooliiig 
I^lar to attending Taylor Children's Home - five months. 

The five month gain per year when oamptted to the one year-f o\nE' months* 
grnin made at the CMldren's Hame dmonstoates ^e strong positive effect this 
pro-am has on student aoademio aohievement. 

SildjLar aomparisons oan be made on the reMLlning meastnres used in the 
evij^uatlon with like results* 

Continuing evaluation of this prop'sm is in progress. 
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Tbm MwAwgn%m FoUqv ttpmrd pro0f«m Mi m a attpoaant of fitlm I 

dUFlag the 1974^1975 aohool The glDbal objective of toe ptmff^m Me to 

eervioe "edwatioiuaJ^ dlMdvu^^ed*^ ^hlldr^ so that ^er would ehow aonal 
detelepDieatel growth la oogaltife aad p^hoiiotor skills aeeded for su^aees'in 
kindergArtm* 

fhe ptQgtm vae impltatated iJa two sahoolsi Umeola umI W^slov* Baoh 
flohool vae eerfleed ^ one fyll-»tj£e teaohw ud a fuLl^t^e aide. Eaeb etti^ 
deat mt vith the teaeher or the aide f ow tises per week, far a period of 
tveat^ to thir^ odautes per di^i la additioai eithw the^ teaoher or the aide 
vi^ted eaoh home oaae gyery other wek » ApproriJaately t¥«ty-five sttidentB 
vera e wired h^ progrm at eMh eohool* to tiie turaoTer of attdeatSf 
aaly ^j^*three eMldrea pwtioipated in the prop^m for the eatire year* 
Test reealte froa these thirty'-ttoee etuAmta provide toe data for toe evaliia- 
tion of tUe progrssi. 

yreeeatatioa of Jate aad Intarare ta tloa of Reeifltg 

Stataaent of Hypothesie 

Xiadergartea abtldrm 1^0 have partloipated ia toe Kialergartea Tollow 
Upmrd Progras for the 1974/^1975 sehool ye» will «^bit aoM stabiliiatian 
ia toe aMli^ to iate^ate visual peroeptioa and motor ability as meaiOTed by 
toe Betty DeTelopBeatal Teat of Visual-4lotor latep'atioa. 
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Frtgiirtatlbn of brta 



TABLl I 

DEmOPiCaiTAL TWS Of "nSVM^nmiR IHTEmATIOM 

lOAN wm ^ POST scmm sppBissm mnm 



fyrtMt Poat Test X C^ln % Gala t Valtai 

1 ^ 47*06 i - 63.94 16.88 12.00 3.64» 

0 ^ 9.65 s ^ S,99 

n - 33 n - 33 



^Inaiaatts t ^q1vl% im sl^flaaat at ,05 Is'^el or b^ond. 



fhm Bmmtj Developaeatal T©«t of 7isml-Motor Integration vm§ adminiatered 
to tbir'fy-threa attidata on a pfa^^at basis » 

fhm aotnal timo batman tastlnfa ma twl'?a months, TMa pretaati part of 
tha prasahool soraaning battary^ ma a^liiietarad in of tha yaar prior to 
©atey Into klodargarten, Tha post teat ma afliyjEdstwad in May of tha kla* 
dargarten yaar* 

At tha.tlma of tha prataat tha airarafa aga ms sixty aonths ud at tha 
Uma of tha post tast tha avar^a ags was aetan^^two aonttui* 

tha j^ataat deirelopttantal la^al of forty-sa?an aonths Indieatad that, 
as m grot^f tha cMldran wra thlrtaan months behind. Duilng tha intanral 
batvaan taatlnga tha ga^ ma naarly srfantaen months in a s^in of twal^a 
months* Vbm ewipwad to tha b^pothesisad month for month gaini tha findings 
Is^lcatad a signlflcutly aoaalaratad rate of darfalopmant, rather than oaly 
month for Bonth gain» 
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Simm 1974^1975 vu yoaf of InpliBaatatloni it proYldas l&f ofution 
of a posltiirv utwe to gl^a dlFtotloa for futwa aiialuatloiM. 

HPOT^IS TWO 
St&taiieat of ftpothefla 

Kladargfirtaa ohlldran wbo have pajftiolpat^ in the KiMaFgartm Woll&w 
trpiimrdrPMp»aa for the 1974*1975 aahool ytfto lAU ©i^bit nera stabiliMtloa 
in thair diaorlfflin&tioB akUls ^an maaawad on ^a san^YarbiA Colusfaia Mantal 
Matwit^ Saala. 

Fresantatlon of Data 
Tmm II 
MIAN rag ^ FOST TMS mCSM 

^tual i^aatadi 
Pratast Peat Teat I Gain t fatin t Value 

I ^ 90*63 i - 92*94 2,31 0,00 1.67 

a - 9*43 a « 11.74 

n ^ 33 n ^ 33 



Intarwatatian of Raatiltfl 

Tiiirty^ttoaa ahildran lAo partiaipatad In tha Kindargartan Follow JJpmrA 
progrw vara_ adsiiniatar^ tha Colmbia Mant^ Matwity Scala on a pre Md poat 
baals. niia la a non«>-^erbal maaaura owpoaad antira]^ of dlaarisdnation skllla* 
fhe taak of tba abild la to aalMt from tha aarlea of drawl&ga the one ybiQh ia 
dlffarant frMp or iiwalatad tO| the othsra in the aeriaa. 
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Saah mcoTm li aomput^ ^ ohangiog the raw soor@ to a staodard moTB bastd 
on the aga of the ohlldii Inareadsi In aga require inareasQi ia raw ioores to 
s^iatstA tb@ sttte st&i^ard score* Noraml perforawoe vauld be i&dleated ^ 
aalntidnlng the same mean atasdwd score « ^e distribution has a meu of 100 
and a staadard deflation of 16. Results In Table II Indicate ^t the group of 
ablldraa malJitaina(3 their positions standard scores ha^e »ade no elgnlf leant 
oh^oge froffi pre to post testing. 

^ben the hypothesis was tested^ It ws aooept^t ^Is laAlaatas normal 
growth in the disortjainatlon skills of the chlldrTO. Kie pretsst acore Is 
0*59 standard deflations below toe nomlng mmm awl has a rank of the 28th 
percentile. Ilie post test score Is 0«44 studard derlations below the nonolng 
mean and Indicates a rai^ at the 33rd percentile « 



Kindergarten children who ha^e participated In tte Kirriergwtea Pollow 
npMdrd program for the 1974-1975 school year will eathlblt a atatietioally slg- 
nlfioantly higher le^ el of masterj of coacepts considered necessary for achieire- 
ment in the first years of school as measured by the Bcehm Test of BmIo Concepts* 



Statwient of Ifrpothesls 



Presentation of Data 



TABiB III 



BOKffl^ TEST OF BASIC COHCIPTS 

ma vm jm post tmt raw scork 

25 SIllCreD ITWrn OP fORM A, BOO&ITS I A»D II 



Pretest 



Pos^ Test 



t Vagqt 



11.21 



15.03 



5-46* 



2,43 



s 



3.64 



n ^ 33 



n - 33 



*IndiQates t friue is aignif leant at .05 le^el or beyoj^. 
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^rty-tteee ehildr#tt i*o partiaipated in the Eladtrgwttn Follow ^wwrd 
prograa ymrm adirialitap^ twraty-f 1^© atlwted itmm trcm the Boetai Test of 
Buie CoAoepts on a ^e-post basis # 

The pratait m«M ma eoaparad to the ^st test Bean for etatlstiaal slgnl^ 
fioanee, Thm testing of the h^thesla indieated a signlflettUy higher la^al 
of oonoept mastery on the peat test coffipo'^ to the pretest* 

HgQT^is torn 

S^l^aaant of ^othesis 

ttBdergarten childran lAo ha^e partlolpatad In the H.nderg«ften Follow 
Upwart i^ogram for tha 1974^1975 scheol y@« %rtll ^^blt a statistioally slg- 
rdficsntly higher perceptual develojnantal le^el as seaswed by the Draw-A-Man 
Teat. 

Presentation of ftita 
TAHJ IV 

urns ms jm post tim raw scoRffl 



protest 


Post Test 


t Value 


f s 4.82 


1 - 9.03 


5.24* 


a ^ 3.50 


8 = 1.55 




n s 33 


n = 33 




^ladlaateB t 'value i 


B signifleMt at ,05 lefsl or beyoirf. 





iQtarpretatlon of Reflulte 

airty-ttoee oMldrtn w«r© adainisteped th© Draif-A*M«i Test on a p^e aad 
pOBt bMla, No aoraati^e data was airailabla for coapwlson, 10 tlM mmm post 
tftft aoar« %ms Qompw%A to the j^otast eQorm for statlstloal slgnlfloraas* 

Bia poat teat aaora wa signlf leantly higher than the pratest soors In^ 
diaatlog a higher peroaptiaii dOTelopoentiil la'fal as meaaitt'ed hy the teaw*A-Maja 
Test* 

CDttelugiona 

Data trm the ,1974-1975 Kiadergwten Follow Upward program ha^e pro'vided 
eaoouragiag restata^ Testis of the fow ^athesea in^ol^inf -^laual motor, 
diaerlminatlon, aoacept formation, pwaeptual de^elopttent iniicated poaltl^e 
fillings in all aaaea^ 

Lack of a acntrol groi^p doea raise aose qiieatioaa as to how auoh ^owth 
was prop*tm indueed aai how auoh norsal wd aoealerat^ p'o^b oooiiiTed due to 
firat year's aoheol ea^arieMe, Plans for the etaltotion of the 1975*1976 
eobool year inel^e a coiitool ^Qvp of ohlldren* 

k oriterioa«ref arettBad tasting progrMi %fas initiated tide year similar 
to the testing progrJW In the Hilltop Home Interrantlon pro^tt (ae© pagea 20-37). 
Slnee thia teatlng was In a preliminary formi axA aanfed as muoh of a leMtiing 
e^arlanoa to the staff and the Researah Deputmenti no data la raport^t Thia 
area of orlterlon-refareno^ testis^ wiU become a ^Ital aspeot of toe 1975-1976 
profrtt an! iidll be reports to you at that ttae* 
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FmRPABI*JroE, 1975 



latrodttotlon 

3a Fftova^p 1975 a Tl'tt© I Liagiaistiai Prop^aa bsgan at Janea Sehool* 
Th© piapoPa of ths pfogrm to rali© ths readl]^ achie^sMBt lotela cf 
l^tiao baokfround ohildrBfl ia grades one to few who ara btlov the jM^atriat's 
30tb p^rconttl© on th« Matrop©lltaa AohlOTaaist Teat uA/or are reoeimeBded 
for tb© pro-am fey elasarocm tesohtra* Thljty-flTo children were swelled 
ia the pa*ogras in fmtm^iujm Table I iirficates the bmsla for seleetlon ef 
chlldr#& for the pirograsi. 

MiMBm MD Tmcms or cvamm 
asjcira FOR LiHGiffsncs ^o^ram 

INEIC^MG BASIS FOR SBLKTIOir 



Bagls for fleledtlon Mmber Peraent 

Below ItatolctU 30tb PeroentU© oa 18 

1974^1975 Hetropolltaii AohitvMamt Teat* 

Readlsg Subtest (inaltidei 4 TeaobeT- 
. Baoonaaded) 

Teaohw Bdocmmasdatioiia 6 17 « 2 

CAbo-^e 10th Peroeatlle) 

Ho Metropolitan Aohlt^fliient Test 11 31 » 4 

snd/cr Mo Reeosme^atiQ& 

Total 35 10O*O$ 



3he children are toto^^ from the elaaaroo^ for thirty mlAuteai tteee 
or torn tiJQes a waek| aM v e aitolnistered trfiatmint in reading Iff a bil ingual 
at&ff • 
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Prsgentatioa of ^ta and Interprct&tien of Beeialti 



Both oljeati^t lu^ subjective jseaswfii wrt used to dttsrmlne language 
dofflnaTicgt ?he SRk Test of Omwrsil Abllltj^Fart I Verbal was admlalster^ to 
the cliildroft in Februarys 1975. TtiB test was stltotad beaauae 1) it had 
directioas available la Spmimh (whioh ware altay^ slightly by a oomaittaa 
of billBgu^ Latinoi into the loeal Spwiiih -^eraiio^ar) aai la tt^lishi aM 
2) the teahnds Jl, manual reports high reliability between 'Uie odd Iteas 
(adipLlrdater^ In Bnglleh) mA even items (a^oiinistered la Spi^ish) , 
inflteuctional staff was also rt^Uisted to ladiQat© aaoh ohild's (thirty'-fi^i 
ohildreii) langii^e dominanes mt%&T one month in the progrm ud again in 
Juns (thirtf^oaa oMldrsn) * There was i^eamsnt between objacti'ye asfl eub^ 
jacti^e ffleaaw8B an twenty-ae^ift of the thlrty^oiia ahildren (87^) \Ao were 
pre pest tested and a^aemwt on thirty-one of the thlrty-fi^a (89^) who 
enrolled is February* 

Resoilts of the tedtlng mrm sumarlied in Table II 



TAaa II 

SRA TBT HiailLTS-LlNQUlSTlCS FROORM 
raBRUlRIi 1975 







Bilingual or 






'SmliBh Bomiaant 




Total 




15 


20 


35 


Percentage 


43.0^ 


57.0$ 


100.0$ 



PeiforMnee on the task rtqiiired results in such poor perfomaflGi 
tvo of tha foTir ahildrea iaoorreotly id«nti.fied, that no determtnatiDB of 
laa^uage domiaattae fTMi the test shoiad ha^f b«en attenpttd. No QMldrtii 
ccrTeotlj idsatif perfora^ as poorly, (atfttllshing a Mniaim Imyml of 
pwformaaae on the test WQid.d result in agreM^iit bstwasn test anS t#aoh€r 
jidgssnt In thtrty-oae of tklr'fy-tteee eases j or 94^ of the oases*) 

The Boelua Teat ot Basia Coaaepts vas adBdnistered to the thlr^-fi^e 
chlldraB in the prop^'iiffl ifi Pateuai^* The fift^-ltm test vas glTren tctilly 
in toglish to aMldrea who vara Mglish doialiiMt (dosinanGe for tME tost 
was determined ^ ttaahar rating), in Spanish to children who were Spanish 
desiiaanti and half (twn^**fi^a ±tmB) in Sp^sh^ hiuLf la l^llsh to those 
oiiiaraii who vera bilingusl * Ite® seleotion for Sp^flh-togllsh testing waa 
based oa the dtffieul^ arkl represintatl^eniss of conoapts mea8\a*©d, 

T^I^ III 



BQelm CQnaePts Sp^ah toglish fot^ 

Spacs 12 12 24 

tttiMtity 9 9 18 

^me 2 13 

Jttscallwioous 2 3 5 

Total 25 25 50 

1% Difftcalty* 82.3$ 82*5% 82.4* 



*P@ro8nt diffiaulty datOTaimad ftrom low sooio-^taonOTio, bagiimlnf ytMj gride 
loehn Test of tosic Conooptsi Technical M«ual| Table IV* 
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TABLE ly 



BOEBM fIST OF BASIC COliCEPfS 

MMH RAW Bconm AMD MTzosuL fmcmTzim 

BI mim AND IJUrGUAtB DCmNAKCB 
UMQDISTCCS PROraAM-1975 



Grade 




If 


Total 
1 


Spaolsh 
X 


Ibgliah 

i 


i 


1 


Total 


9 


4L.2 






73 




BilijiffTial 


3 


31 0 


12 0 


IQ-O 


34 




Spanish 


0 














6 


46.3 


- 


46,3 


91 


2 


Total 


10 


46.0 






68 






/ 

*¥ 


Z4 ft 










Spanish 


1 


50.0 


50.0 




90 




Inglish 


5 


46.8 


- 


46.8 


78 


3 


Tot^ 


8 


49.3 






„ 95 _ 




Billngtial 


2 


50.0 


25.0 


25.0 


99 




S]^i^sh 


1 


48.0 


48.0 








l^lish 


5 


49.2 




49.2 


95 


4 


Tota 


4 


49.0 






92 




Biliaffuai 


1 


50,0 


25.0 


25,0 


99 




Spanish 


1 


50.0 


s 50,0 




99 




Eoglish 


2 


47.5 




47.5 


85 



Tho cMldrra perfenned veil on the fiasio Conatpta Test. Two of tht 
tovp Qhildrdn tot yhm thtra was a dlscrapanoj In objaatlire aM aubjtotl^e 
language dominanoe ratingi (identlflad as tiilingual hj instruatlonal ataff^ 
loLf llsh donlnut ^ SHA feat) perf omsd jtwf pdorly on the Spanish Lteme 
(Aglisb raw saoress 20| 12| ^uish raw scoresi 7^ 4)« In ^adas ons aod 



two tha billngoal ohildraQ ild no% perfora as well as thm others. At gradts 
tluro® smA foisr th©re was mmtmrj of the fifty conaspta as msastu'^ oB th® &®hia 

rast« 

Tbs Boshm Test of Baifiio Goa€apt§ was used as a diagnostic jiaasitf@. In 
Itsm amd^^rsis was gl^en to the Tsseuo'os teaohaf to asslat hm Is diagaoslsg 
and prescribiiig toea^ecit tot thm ohlldran, 

Tsbles 7*711 i^laat© the performajnGe of th© ehlldrea on the Doloh words # 
Fij*at grade children show atatlstically signifieant fro%rbh ^tweeB t©stltifa with 
a msan Inoreaa© of fifty-srvsn moTm words oisrroct at post testing* Third ^adars 
ihow a mmm gain of only ttoae words at post testing | toi/e^, sixty-aa'^ea per- 
eant of th« had 90$ or mora words eorreot on ths pratasti one huadr^ parcent 
had sasterad 90$ or more on th© poet test* The perf oraanc© of fow ehiidraa, 
two @aah ^adas two and thr©€| was not oonslder^ in tha pra'post test 
waXysls as it is suapaoted that prsteit results are not ^alid, 

Th© Woodoook Reading Mastwy Teit was administored to all ohildraa 
©nrall^ lii th© program was part of ^a pre^post taat design. Chlldran 
in ^ada one war© oiJ.y adminlstarad the subtests Letter Idaatlfteatlon aajl 
Word Idantifloatlon* Tablas Vllt^X mmmBrLmm the results of the tastt 

TA BU 7 

PRE AND POST DOLCH WORD TIST RBSULTS 

AvraAGE mmm of wohds coraKT and cowtdhici imm^ias 

ffiUDlS l^A^ XINGUISnCS PR0i3RAM-1975 



Orade 


N 


i 


9556 Confidence Internal 


X 


PoBt Test 
95^ Confidtnae Inter'sal 


1 


9 


24.89 


13.82- 35.95 


81.22 


47.14-115.30* 


a 


S 


142.13 


97.83-186,42 


182.13 


158.70-205.55 


3 


6 


215.17 


212.33-218.00 


218.00 


216.48-219.52 


-4 


3 


199.00 


lai. 33-216.68 


212.33 


211.^-212. 99 



^Indicatas algsifioant ohang^ at «03 le^el or beyond* 
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TABU VI 



AVmAGB INCRIASl IN NOfflffi OF DOLCB VORDS OORRICT AT POST TffinMG 
GRADra 1-4, UNGUISTICS m(mM-.l^7i 



Grade 


II 


X Increase 


95* Cgrrfidenee Internal 
ot X Iserease 


a 


9 


57.44 


26.76^.13 


z 


8 


40,00 


15.58-64.42 


3 


6 


2.83 


.78- 4.88 


4 


3 


13.33 


-4.06-30,73 



TABLE VII 



PIRCIMT MASTmi OF DOLCH WORD UST POT PRE MD fOST TKTIKG 
mADES 1-4, UHGUISKCS PRO®AM-ig75 





Grade 1 
Ptb Post 


Grade 2 
Pre Post 


Orade 3 
Pre Post 


Grade 4 

K=3 

Pre Poat 


BeloV 10* 

<a2 
io$-a9l 

22-65 


(3)33.3$ (Dfl.l* 
(5)55,7$ (3)33.3$ 








30*.49* 
66-109 


(1)11.1$ (2)22.2$ 


(4)50.0$ - - 






50^-69* 
110-153 


- - (2)22.2$ 


- - (3)38,0$ 






70$-89$ 
154-197 


- . (1)11.1$ 


(1)13.0$ (1)13,0$ 




(1)33.0$ - - 


9056+ 
198+ 




(3)38.0$ (4)50.0$ 


(6)100,0$ (6)100.0$ 


(2)67,0$ (3)100.0; 



TAmi VIII 



AVmAGE GAIN IN MONTffi (Alffi CONHDaiCE INTmVALS) 
ON Tm WOODCOCK SUBTKK IMTm IDITOJIOATION mo WORD IDKITIKCATION 

ffiADE 1, UNGmSTlCS PROOTJSM.1975 

Average Gala (or Loss) 95^ Confldene© Inter'val 
Subtast N In Monthe of Gain la Months 

Latter Ideatlfieation 9 -2.78 -4.79 - -0,77 

Word Idetttificatioa 9 2.22 1.31 - 3.13 

As Table VIII indieateB, the first graAm ohildrsn show a loss of nearly 
three months in Latter Identif icatioii and a gain of two montha in Word Identi- 
fication for the foiu'-month period between testa. 



TABLE IX 

AVERAGE G^N IN MOMTHS (AND CONITDEIKIE INrmVALS) 
BETWEEN PRE AND POST TKTCNOS ON THE WOODCOCK BI S'OBTKT 
ffiADBS 2-4/ LiNOyXSTICS PROm^-1975 



95$ Gonfidense Interval 



Subtest I N ATerMe Gain Mqnt^^^ of qg-jn in Mqa|he 



Letter Identifieatlon 


22 


24.95 


11.16 - 38.75 


Word Identlficfttion 


22 


.82 


-0.74 - 2.37 


Word Attack 


22 


9.77 


3, 55 - 16-00 


Word Comprehension 


22 


6.73 


4.89 - 8.57 


Passage Comprehanslon 


22 


1.91 


0.10 - 3.72 


Total Reading 


22 


4.32 


3.35 - 5,29 
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Children in grades two tteoi^h iom mhoM gaina In aoaths greater than 
the nmbor of aonthi in the program (four moaths) on three of ths fi^e subtesti 
the greatest galfl tajanty-fl7e moatha) being in Letter Identification* 

Ths sfflallest gain (leaa than one month) was uade in Word Identiflaationi 
the gain in Fassagt Coaprehenaion vu eligbtly less than two monies The 
average gain in monthj for the group in Total Reading vaa four months* 



mi 
m mm of mm 









m aiy a mi 

w 


OH mm OF ypom emdw mmi m 








Letti? 
HintifieitloE 


w 

liintificition 




1 .i-...L'.- • 

fei ittaek 


Word 
Ooi^ahsniion 


^■f:(r,.-^L-,_^umjL-;^j_,.., 

OoQprehiQsioD 




GFdi 


H 


Giia Or kii 


No Qaiii 
. _ Me ^ Loii 


N 


HoOiin 

to Or Loii. 


Gain Or Lou,.. 


... Gaifl Or Loss 


No GaiQ 
Giia QrLosi 


1 


9 




(8)ea,a$ (ijii.a| 




M fssted 


HotfisW 


Hot Isitid 


lot fistid 


2 


IQ 


(3)30.0| 


ft)^,oj (i)io,o| 


10 




(9)».0J (1)10,01 


(3)30,01 


(9)90JJ (i)io.oj 




a 




(4)^.0$ ms 


a 


(4)^,01 (4)50,Qf 


(Btoo} 


{^%% (3)31.3 


(a)M ' 


4 


4 




- (4)m« 


4 


(4)moji . 


(4)100,OJ ^ 


(2)30,0? (2)».0ii 


(4)moi . 




31 






22 




ms (1) ij 


W63.6I (8)3i4J 

1 


ms (1) 4.5* 
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objeetive stattd for the Lin^ettea frofftm was to rale^ the read- 
ing achia^emeat level of th© cMldren ©wroll^d^ Table X IndiQatas tili mmbeT 
bM psroeat of aiaidren who shov^ icipra^WTOt on the Woodaook Raadlag Mastarr 
Test. Near]^ %% of the omdrtn in ^0&m Wo tteoij^h four jjipro^^ In totri 
reading. No gain (or loss) ws reported for mm child, ^ 

Thn Holt Basic Rsadlng System tb^ inforttal readily measw^ ap^e«d 
upon th© llngxiistiQfl insteuotor ajad ^oMWl^taiat* tts pta-poso of th# ittivea- 
tory is th© agtimation of a child's fwatloWiJ^ reading Itvels throufh m 
©valuation of the child »s performmca on a m^Tlm of gradad reMtng ©mpX'&B* 
Th© child is asked to reid seleotiofls sil«»'tty $M orally and is tbm ask^d 
to raspond to a series of quastians daiign^d to ©Taluato the ohild^^ g,biXlty 
to 1) reoogais© main idaaa^ 2) reoill l^orwe-ttoni 3) make InferaW^^ bailed 
on this information^ md 4) define coatarkmUy certain words or t^xrm 
in %h% eel act ion. 

TheTisgidstlas Wog^am*^ inetria^tioW^ »taff rtported tb^ ahilldren in 
ali fow grades ware pre post ttatenS m March 17 and June 16 respectively ^ 
Twanty^five childreB were adminliteri^ %M BtXmt Reading (SRI) immtaryi 
foOT childroa the Oral Heading In^entos^ iOM)^ Oid.y one child WW atelttia- 
tered both* Table H si^ari^as the r^li^at» ot the tasting when pra^ mi post 
teat scorea are a'failabla* 
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TABIJ a 



NtMBBl OP RKADlNa IMILS GAINID BI CHII^MII 
ON THE HOLT BASIC IlBftDIHO SISTB^ SIOT" AMD ORAL READING INTlNTORIffi 
GRADES X'-4, UHOUISTICS PROOTAM-1975 



Inventory 


N 


1 Level 


2 Lavola 


3 Levels 


4 Levels 


Ho Gain 


Total 


SRI 


25 


(8)32.0$ 




(4)16.0$ 


(1)4.0$ 


(7)28.0$ 


(25)100.0$ 


ORI 


4 


(2)50.0* 


i2)mM 








(4)100.0$ 



S«veaty-two percent oC the cMldren tested Improved their functional 
reading ^ at least one leteX at the and of the thrae-Bonth period botween 
teBtlngs as measured by tha BBX, 40$ hy at least two levels , 20$ three, and 
4$ ty Sow le-?ol8, Twenty-eiiht peroemt, however, show no gains in reading 
level as measwed by ttie SRI, Qne-huMred pereent of the children tested on 
the OM improved at least om reafli^g level, 50$ improved two levels. 
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CeaeiusioPB 

thm Linguistlas Program op^mt&i for fota- montha at one sohool with 
onm t^mhmVf oil of whloh allows for onXf ttntatl^© oeaeluai0as. Liated bslow 
ara mtm ^'tdQtEti^e** flndinfa and aoMlualonss 

The Department of Bait^ah ai^ Dt-^elopient was aMdessfaL tteough 
tha 0f the SRA Test of Oesersl Ability to detersina language dominMO© of 
hMLtim b^okgroimd cMldrtn iM p'sdaa one thorough fow« 

Tha Latino childTan appear to ba well«p-o\mded in baslo oonoepts 
whan ma#\^ad 1^ the Boofam Tast of Baalo Skllla la thaljr language dominanQet 

Children of latino baek^oiaM Identified for this prop^am in gradas 
thraa m& fow had remched laastery on the Doloh Word List prior to entry into 
th# pTOgx^m^ 

4** There is raaion to be oonoeraed about the raading galno made 
the nim Latino ehildraa anroll<ri in flrit gride aa maaaured on tha Woodqoak 
Reading Mastery Tasts^ 

% Wi© twenty-two latino ohtldren enroll^ in tha program in grades 
two ttoo^h four, as a grot^^ rtaohtd the o^sraU objaotlire of one month 
growtii tor ona month in program in. raiding as measOTad the Woodooak Raading 
Mastarjr t^sts* ^aatar than norm! gro%rth was not^ in tha Jjattar Idantiflaa* 
tion, Mo3rd Cowprahenslon, In tha Word Attaak iubtastsi and lass than 
normal irovfch in tha Word Identifiofttion and paaiage Comprabaaslon subtests^ 
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197^-1975 



Th© 1974^1975 sobool jmmT vas the first yew that the Title I Eaadlag 
IrogfMi sertlefid ohiltoaa for an antJj'i sahool ytw. j^lag the 1973-1974 
aeliaol jmBTf the first y^ar of this preirafli the Raclse Schsel Dlstrlat, the 
jrofffsm b€gm at the start of tt© eprlag imaster. This prepam serrload 
proximataly 100 chlldrm in four sehoDls at ^adts toree auad few, 

Th€ Biagnostio-Prescrlptl^a Heading Proff^am ©perstcd ttoongheut thi 1974^ 
1975 Bcioel yaw la niMB mlmmntBTy sahoolai six pvblie sehaolij aad tte©© nca- 
ptAllc sohaols. Th© six public aGhoDle la whioh thi pTOgraa oparatad for th© 
aotira eahool yaax varai (l) Staphon BnUj (2) linaolni (3) Jeffarsea, 
(4) ft'aftlclin, (5) J^bb, anfl (6) Garfield, ^« three aon-puhllo achools ware 
HoJy Naneg Holy ftlnity^ and St, Staaifllatia. Tvfc addltianal piiblle alafflantary^ 
saioolSf Itaa^ and WtnalaW| begaa senflolng ahlldran bf meaaa ef tha Diagnostic- 
Irasertpti^s Raading Progrm la th© second sMastw ef tha 1974^1975 sabool 
yMTi . ' 

thm 1974^1975 Titl© I DlagnoatlQ-Praaa riptide Rising Prap'am, Inaluaiag 
pr^ffcm&m at the Itaapp aad Wlnal©^ Schaolij serf load appraiimataly too ahtldraa 



in^p*adag onm through a^. The raaeaurch desipa utilized la tea rfaluatlon of 
this progTautt was a pra-^post tast datlgn. ^araferai tBa faous of this report la 
on those groi:ps of ehUdran wto reaalTed both pre aad post test moaeraas. This 
Btttbar of efeildren is confflderahly gmftllar than tha total ambar of eMldran sart- 
load far saearal raasons* Limitad testitag was oarrlrt aut for tha first pracla 
pro-am p^tiolpants beDaaia it was felt ttot measiarao that mqvIA adaqtwtaly assess 
readlag dafioianoies at this l©i?el war© not avallahla* Children at all grada 
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l©f ©Is war© ttated into and ©rited from the prograia as the need aroseg This 
fl^bilLty provided the opportmltjr for propffim staff to exit ehUdren trm 
the program as gerii w©r© raaQhed aiyi te absort children Into the prograffl at 
^aiTiag tlmea ttooughout the year. The childrea pntering %hm ^Qgram at Wiapp 
and WImLow Sehaolp were tasted for diagnaetlQ rather thaa far MiJ^uatlan pw* 
pos@i» Conaeq'uantly^ th© resultp of testing for thaea groins Is not contained 
in this report. Children ia noa-publlo gohools aerrlded this program do not 
partiGipa.t© la th© standardised tiatlng prograa cf the Raciiia Dnlfled ScIiodI 
District ^1. Therefore , no data regM^lng Metropolitaji Achietam^nt Tost results 
vmTB afEliabls for these ahlldrea. 

Each o£ the schools offering the Diagnostia-'Pyasariptl^a Reading ProgrMi 
irfas aaslgiiad aa area within the seboal referred to as the Dlagaostio**Preacrip- 
ti^e Senter* S^oh center was staff td h^ a fiall-tim© Reading Taaoher and from 
two tc? ffdw £ull*-'time Taaoher AldcSi depending oO tht enrollBiettt. Thm activities 
of the etaff w©r6 snptrvlaed by a Ceardlnator* During the fall semester of the 
1974"*1975 sohoel year the pro^M operated without a Coordinata^ as a qiifllified 
per sea to fill this position oould not be found* 1 pM*t-tlne Coordinator was 
a^oiated at the beginning of tha spring semester. 

P^a-aer^loe workshops were held for all staff aesbers and roles were bb^ 
tabllsiiad, T^m role of the Coordinator was to si:5©r^ise pragraa staff, ooordl— 
Aate pTograjDi operations ^ and prafide in-*servioe training an w on^going basis* 
ThB rol© ©f the Eesauroe Teaoher was to diagnose the neada of eligible sti^ants, 
prasorlbe appraprlate learning escperlanaes far remediation af Identified naedSp 
and evaluate tbe pi'op'ess made by thaia stiadents. The role of the Instruo'ttonad 
Aide vaa to iMpleBent the prescriptians with sti^enta both at aohool and in the 
bone laadir the direetion of the Resom'ce Teaaher. 

Students omm to Vim oenter la small ^ovpB three times a week for appro^dl- 
roai^ely 45 Mautes per visit. The center 'Visits were schsd^ed in such a maimer 

-72- 

71 



that reading tiae wai not iatsirupted aad that class ¥ork missed ma mt aorflaed 
to oni subjeot mattsr area, Diagflostio^PreiQrlptive c.Mldran met tyio© a v©«k 
with a» InBtruotional Aide and onoe per week with the Raaouroe Teacher* 
^- feoeess monitoring pT&oediares were Mplcyed in order to gala iiieightp Into 
the degree of inplemeatatioii the pregraa had achieved o^er the cows© af the yeai', 
Both Diagsostle-PreecriptiTi Center aotiirltiep and home ^^laits were obatrged md. 
thsi© xesialts analy^td, (rhese reports appear in Appendlaee 0 and Dp ) 

The obJeoti^Si in teama of es^ectad growth is the various arsw of readliig 
skllii was the achievement of ont month's growth for each month in the prop'afli. 
Ori|inal design plana were adjiastad to incline a sttady of a sample of the ohil- 
dran to detenaine progress at the mid-year* (Sea Appendix B f fA2" a copy of the 
Dlagnostio^-Preaoripti'ge Reading Prograni InterlJi Report.) 

Freaenta t lon of lata and Interpretation of RQeulta 

mm ATO sp^oHi suBTiST wsra,TS 
mmm wo miough six 

T^e Wide Rrag© Aehie-^ment Teat - Reading Subtest^ Level I awl the Si^dhe 
Diagnoatie Baading Scales , Word Reoognltion lists yere administered to all 
pecond, thro^h sixth grade ohildren participating in the Magnoetie-Prescri,ptive 
Reading Program in October^ 19*74 and Jme, 1975^ (At post testing time only 
thoie chjidran who had been adalniitered the ^etest were poit teeted*) 

The Wide Range Aohie^ament Test « Resdlug Subtest, Level I is dasipied to 
measure the ability to reoagni^a amd nana letteri and pronotmoa wordSi The 
Spache Diagnoatlc Reading So^es, Word Reaognition Lists are daslai^ to measiare 
the skills of Word reoognltion Md a.i.ilysia. 

Table 1 shows the pre acd post mean saorei and thalr respeotive oonf idenoe 
imtirvals for children in grmdes tvo ttoa^h six. 
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TABLE I 



PRE AND POST WIDE RANOE AOHC^^Kf Tmi 

MADiMG sramsr HMra,Ts 
(miAE iQmALmra mbans nm cohfzsmce immvAiB 

FOR Tin,! I DIlSNOSTIC-HafflCmEPTrVI ciniaBsi 
^IDES wo TmOOOH SH, 1974-75 



Gvade 


H 


Preiegt-OstQb«r, 1974 
2 95$ CI. 


PfiBt 

I 


Test-Jime, 1975 
95$ 0,1^ 


Chaoge 


2 


29 


1.88 


1.69 - 2.07 


3,08 


2.75 - 3.41 




3 


50 


2.73 


2,48 - 2.98 


3.46 


3,17 - 3.76 




4 


55 


3.52 


3,20 - 3.83 


4.31 


3.96 - 4.66 


« 


5 


51 


3.42 


3,07 - 3.77 


4.07 


3,66 - 4. 48 




6 


29 


4.U 


3,60 - 4.67 


5.04 


4.36-5,75 





^Irrflcates sl^iflcanee at .05 level or b^end* 



I^om Table I It can be that tbs mmmn grade equivalent BQoTmB for all 

grades iDcressed trm to past testing. Far the ieooM^ thtod^ Mfl fourth 
g^wim gro^^a %M.m Inoreasf was statistical]^ slpLlflautt? VoT gradeo fi^e mA 
mix the inoreasa mtu ^ada equly^ent sa^rtf dU m% acMaira ^tatLstlaal 
sigxiiflaanoa. Both pra and past mmm saarea for tha fifth grwAm grcu9 \rw€ 
lovar thfai that of. the femth grada ^aup» 

Th© abjeotiv© of onm santh's grewth far eaeh month of tha pfop'aja waj ajE-* 
ajalned hj co^utlng gain sooras (in months ) far itam saoa^ through al^Ai graAm 
ff Dips, ^ar© war© ©igUbTOnths betw^aan pr% a^ post tasting* t^araforsj, the 
arlterian of aight months' growth Waa used ^a detemina if tha ohJactlVi bad 
bain aohie'vadp Table II shoi^ the mean gals saoras a2id eonfldenoa Internals 
for seoand Uirot^h sixth pada ehlldren*. , . 



TABLE II 



AVIRAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND COMFIDBIOE INOTVALS) 
ON rai WCM RANOI AOnEVBMr T1ST-.EEADIN& SUBTffiT 

wm TULi I DiASNOsnc-raBORrmTi cnLmiw 

mUDM TOO TffiOTJGH SIX 

wBmm ma and post totihgs, 1974^75 



Grade 




Average Gain 
in MQntbB 


95$ C.I. of the 
kvmTB^m Gain 


Slgnirieaaea of 
A-?@rag8 Gain 


2 


29 


12.0 


9.5 - 14.5 


*# 


3 


50 


7.4 


5.8 - 8.9 


« 


4 


55 


7.9 


6.4 - 9.5 




5 


51 


6.5 


4,8 - 8.2 




6 


29 


9.1 


6.1 - 12.0 


« 



'Criterion of 8 meattis* growth mot met the gPeup* 
*Griterloa of 8 aonths' growth Mt ^ the p*oup# 
•*Criteriea of 8 aontha* growth ©^©sded group. 

Table II shovs that at ali grad© l@?ela the orltarion of eight months' 
growth was achieved* In om iMtaao©, the first p-ada ^cup, the coirfldeno© 
intartal for the aeaa gain of 12 aonths is abo^e eight months* This iadiaates 
that the growth achieved 1^ this first gtade group in ths area of letter reo- 
ognition asd word attack skUlls not oraj met but exoeeded the crltarios, 

Practleri consideration aer?ed as the basis for the final ansdyils of 
the ffiAT -teat results, A raillstlo approaoh directed toward t^iauaticn of aaj 
ooapensatory pro^aimlng for ehlldren with prior low It^tls of aehle^tment woiald 
i^lfeate that all children Wo^d not atteln the criterion* Oa the other band, 
ioine children oould be esqpeat^d to show levels of achlei?inent ^yond the orl'* 
terioa# An attempt was made to look at gains made by children aecordtog to 
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oatfgoTits of gala bas©d en th© crlterioft of eight nanthe' gro^h* The r©-* 
suits of tola as^yeis we reports in III* The criterion of aight 

ffi^ftths* groirth li the Aid^poiat of catega^ 4i grovrth of 7-9 monttis. This 
raofa was eatabliibed to take into i^ooimt th@ eff sots that maaaw urat error 
Mght ha^e on the teat ree^ts* 
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mm 



mm OF iwmm ma i mmn^mmmn mim 
AS mm 01 fi mimfE mMm m-mm $iim% iw^ 





Total 


No( 
OP ft 


ifovth 


GtQVth cf 

1-3 to 4-6 
Montha 


7- 
Hor 


iths 


Orevrth of 
10 to U 
Moaths 


Growth of** 
15 Months & 
Biyond 








i 


N i 


N 




H i 


N J 


2 


29 100.0^ 


0 




I 6 
6J 20,?| 


2 


m 


8 27.6$ , 


11 37.9$ 


3 


50 100,0^ 


3 




9 9 

laj la.oi 


n 




13 IkM 






5? IQO.Oi 


5 




6 13 


12 


21.91 


13 23.^ 


6 . 10.^ 


5 


51 IQQ.Ol 






i§ 11 


6 




S 15.7$ 


6 11,8$ 


' 6 


29 100,01 


3 


10 J - 


1 L 
1 0 

17.^ 20,7| 


4 




4 i3.af 


7 24,1$ 


Ooabiaid 


214 100.01 


16 




37 4^ 
17.^ 21,0| 


35 




46 21,4$ 


35 164$ 



•l^icted povtli- 8 lonthi, 
**Mci till K^istid povth- 16 lentlis, 




Prom Tabla III It a«i be seen that the pweemtag© of children at all ffruA^ 
lOTcli who made no gains or showed a loss in nyon'thli of growth was smalls 
range was from 0$ at grade two to 10.3^ at prad© eix. Oombiring aategoriei 4 
throuih 6, results in Whe perceatagei of ohildr^m who attaln»i and ©TOseded the 
orltsrion of ©tght montha* growth. The most Btioeensfyl p*oup was the second 
grade paup wh©re 72*4$ of the children acMe^sd and OToetded the Griterion* 
The least sueaassful p^oup was the fifth grBAe gproup vhieh showed 39.3$ ef th# 
children met or ©TOeeded the criterion, Overalli ftbout 55^ of the ohlldran 
tested met or exoe^ed the eriterion of eight aroiathg* growth on this tmbtest* 
The peraentagBs of otdldren in the various grad©; groups idio demonstrated som^ 
growth but did not achieve the criterion cm be ©3TOmiiPi©d combining categoX'toa 
2 and 3| one t© six months* of growth. Grade two &howe tiie smallest perceni^^^^ 
(27*6%) while grade five shews the largest peroeiitage (51*0$)* The rtsults jf^r 
the aeaond grade group bM the fifth grade ^oupp the two most dissimilar grade 
groups p are consistent witti the inf oration report ad In Tables I ^d II, 

Similar analyses ware earried out using the results of the Spiche Dlagnoii« 
tic Reading acal©S| Word Reoopiition Lists, Tabl© 1 shows the pre tod post 
mean grade equivalent scores and the 95$ oonfldTOce Intervals for these mean 
gains for grades two through sijc. 
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TABIB IV 



PRE AND POST SPACHE DlAQNOSTIC RIMMING SCALES 

WORD MCOGNITIOM SUBTEST RESULTS 
ORADE EQraVALMT IfflANS AlfD CONPIDMOl INTra,VAI^ 
, FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-JRBSCRIPTIVB CHILmaif 
CffiADBS TWO WfflOTOH SIX, 1974-75 



Grade 


N 


Pretast-Ootobei, 1974 
X 95^ 0.1. 


Piit Ttat-June, 1975 
X 95* 0,1, 




. 2 


29 


1,90 


1.69 - 2.11 


3.30 


2.93 - 3.67 


# 


3 


50 


3.06 


2.71 - 3. a 


4.08 


3.75 - 4.41 


» 




56 


4.03 


3.70 - 4,35 


4.92 


4.62 - 5.22 




5 


50 


3.96 


3.60 - 4.33 


4.83 


4.51 - 5.15 




6 


30 


4.85 


4.a - 5.29 


5.52 


5.12 - 5.92 





*Indioatei sipalfloance at .05 le'^el or bejoM, 

Tabl# IV shows that at a^ery grade le^el tested the post ttiaaBi grade aqui^a^ 
l©nt score was greater than the pre^pcores At four of the five grade levels, 
this inoreaaed mean score was atatlstieajlj Bignifioant. Th© sJprth grada group 
was the aole exception* 

The pre and post mean grade eqtiti^alent saores for the fifth p'iftde on the 
Spaoh© Word Lists showed the same pattern as the WJ!t resiite faf grade five 
(See Table l)^ in that both mean SGore3 wtra low#r for the fifth pr^de than the 
fourth grade group. In the case of %\m Spache reatdtSi howevey^ thife ittoreaaa 
from pre to post testing for the fifth grade was atatistiGaliy gignlfloant* 
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AVmAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (m COMPIDENOE INTmVALS) 
ON ME SPACHE DIAGNOSTIC REAPING SQASMf WORD TOOGNinON STOPBI! 
FOR TlTLli; I DIAGN03TIC«TOS0HiraVB CHlLrRM 
^ADES rWO fJffiOOT SIX 
BITTOS' PRE im POST TBTINGS, 1974-75 



T~i '''Tr ^ \:- w ir:"T v -i r r rir t f ---" ; -; vi i i n i m 



Grade 


N 


A^trage Gain 
in Monthg 


9'5* O.I. of the 
Awrage Gal.n 


Signifioanee of 
Avtii-ttge Gain 


2 


29 ' 


14.1 


U^4 - 16.7 


## 


3 


5^ 


10,12 


8,0 - 12,3 


## 




56 


0.9 


6,7 - 11.1 


# 


5 


50 


8.7 


%0 - 10,4 


» 


6 


30 


6.7 


4»2 - 9.3 





-Criterion of 8 months^ gro^h not met the p'oupp 
^Criterion of 8 monttis' gro^h met g^^oup* 
***Crltarion of 8 months' growth eji^e^^ the group. 

Similar findinge appeM for tha gaitt m^Tm for grades two tte^oiJgJi 
The criterion was eight months' ^oirfcJi* yfi-bl^i V shows that in bXX ^^'^ groups 
tested the criterion of eight months* groVl^i. was met and for the swottd! and 
third pade groups the oriterion was <mc^^^ by thsee groups* Vim fifth ^ade 
group demonstrates a slightly lower g^pdn to moiiths th^ the fourth gyad^ group, 
!nie group sho\>rLng the smallest gain in motttiifl in this test was th« $i3rbh grade 
group* This finding In the sixth grad© ^om^ WW ha^^ ^ v.\ influra<5a4 the 
fact that the celling on the Spache VoTi R'aoogmitlon Idst 2 is 6* 4 ^ good 
deal lower than the ceiling for the TOATu OJdldren in the sixth p^#d# aoorlng 
at or above fifth gr^e level could ha^e ^mm limited hf this ct&iXiri| iffect* 
Table VI ^ which shows the six categay^l^s of p^owth, indicates that 40^1^ of the 
si^h graders achieved a growth of nmm mi(^%hm or beyond while 4J»S$ $Tms from 
om to six months* The slrth p'ade #hDW#d tht p*eateat peroentap of ohildren 
(16^7%) in the no growth or decrease m%m$0t^m 



iw Of mmm m i mmmmmm mm 
^ mm $ B wm mmm mii acAii, m mmmi smtj i9?4-?5 







Growth of 


a-ovth of* 


toovth af 


Gf flvth of** 




, . ' Ho Growth 


W to 4-0 


7-9 


10*14 




Grade 


or Dioriiie 


Monthi 


tenths 


Honthi 




H J 






IT ^ 


H i 


N C 






1 2 








2 29 MM 


0 o,oj 




7 24.31 


8 27,1 


11 37,% 






3 ?1 








3 ^ 


6 124 


6 J U.^ 


6 ra.oj 


15 30^? 


13 26,qi 



4 % mM 3 3,9^ Mm 9 16,1$ U 11 m 

■ 4 10 . _ 

- • r"^^ ^ 3^()*C I W'^^ Mm 9 W 13 26.^ 9. la,^ 

6 1 

6 30 P4 ^ 16.1? mm ^ 1^-1 ^ ^'^ 5 i6.7| 

)i24 M 34 

m m MM ai mm 3§ 16,'^ 52 24,21 49 23, 



LiiriTriTi"r'r!Tnirri;i^iiiriair^T 



»*Mw the ixpietga p'wifci- 16 ionthi, 
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An inspection of tho ^ariouf eatogories of growth of the ramaining grade 
levels showi that the second grade group was the moet sucGessful in terme of 
growth. No child tested on the Spache Word Hecognition Lists showed no gt'owth 
or a decrease in p*owth^ whereas 89.7^ of these secord graders met or eTOeeded 
the criterion of eight months' growth* Grades three, four, and fivm ihowed 
patterns of growth that were similar to each other and were reflected in per- 
centages for the irarious categories for the combined groups. Grades two tln'ough 
six combined showed 63. 6^ of the children met or exceeded the criterion, 10,3$ 
made no growth or showed a decrease, and 26,1% grew from one to six months. 

In addition to the and Spache, reading skills of Diagnostio^Prescrlp- 

ti^e children were measwed the Woodcock Reiading Masteiy Tests, The Woodcock 
Reading Mastery Tests is an indi-^ldually administered diagnostic reading test 
appropriate for kindergwten through grade twelve. The batteiy consists af 
five subtests- (1) Letter Identif icatibn, (2) Word Identification^ (3) Word 
Attark, (4) Mord Comprehension, and (5) Passage Comprthension, A jal read- 
ing score may be obtained combining the results of the five subtests. 

In November, 1974i the Woodcock Reading Mastery Teats, Form A were admlnia« 
tared to all third grade children serviced by the Diagnoitic-Prescripti^© Pro-^ 
gram. The third graders remaining in the program throughout the year received 
the post test (Foto B) in June, 1975. The third grade group was selected to 
pilot the Instrument. If the resiilts of the instrument were shovm to be useful 
to the Resource Teacher, the testing was to be es^ended to other grade levels, 
primarily for diagnostic piffposes. 

In February, 1975| the program Coordinator requested that Woodcock Reading, 
Mastery Tests be administered to those children not tested in November, Of 
these children in grades one, two, four, five, and si%, those who remained in 
the program at the year's end received the post test (Form B) \ii June, 1975. 
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Th© analysis of the Woodcock Reading Tests' results is prcaentM separatelj 
for the third grade group in the following section. This is followed a re- 
port of the findings for grades one| twO| foW| fi^e^ and six* 



WOODCOCK RFMING M^TERT TESTS' R^ULTS 
ffiADE TmEE GIIODP 



Of the 70 third graders tested in No-^ember, 1975, 51 were poet tested. The 
findings are based on these 51 children. Table VII shows the pretest and post 
test mean grade equi'^alent acores and the corresponding confidence inter-^als for 
this group. 



TABLE YII 

PRE AND POST WOODCOCK RMING MASTmi TESTS 

mmmr re3tms 

GRADE EQUIVALENT MMS AND OOOT'IDEWCE INTIHVATjS 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRBSCMPTIVE CmLDREr^ 
GRADE TmEE, 1974-75 



Subtest 


Mii- »-i«-in-i- - m-iwij Mil jm. - -ii^it. L^jw^l- 1-1.. LL-U— 

Pretest-No*oember, 1974 
N X 95% C.I. 


Post Test-Januaiy, 1975 
% 95% C.I, 


Change 


Word 

Identification 


51 


2.32 


2.14 - ''.50 


2.72 


2.53 - 2.^1 


« 


Word 
Attack 


51 


2.18 


1.87 


2,92 


2.44 - ; 




Word 

Cofflprehenaion 


51 


2.03 


1.34 - 2.21 


2.53 


2.28 - 2,78 




Pasiage 
Comprehension 


51 


2.33 


2,19 - 2.47 


2.64 


2.49 - 2.79 




*Indieatei significance 


at ,05 


le-?el or beyond , 
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In order to conier^e testing time It was decided to omit the adminietra- 
tion of the Letter Identiflaation Subtest for the post test. Therefore, no 
scores are reports for this subtest. A total reading score eoiiLd not be 
saloulatrf* 

Table VII shows that post te.it mean scores ware higher than pretest mean 
scores for all subtests administered to grade three children, Thoree of the 
fow inereased mean scores were statisticalljr si^ificantly higher. The one 
exception was for the Word Attack Subtest, 

Table VIII shows the average gain scores and respective confidence inter- 
vals for the third p-ade group for the same four subtests listed in Table VII, 

TABLE ^11 

AVMACfE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND CONFIDMCE INTERVAL) 
ON THE WOODCOCK READING MASTmi TIKTS, BY SUBT:ET 
FOR TI'ELE I DIAGNOSTIO-raESCRIPTIVE CHILDREN 
mADE THREE, 1974^75 



Subtest 



Average Gain 95$ CI, of the Sigirificance of 
N In Months Average Gain Average Gain 



Word 51 

Identification 

Word 51 
Attack 

Word 51 
Compr ehens ion 

Passage 51 
Comprehension 



UO 



7.. 



5.0 



3.1 



3.1 ^ 4.8 
4-7 10,1 
3.7 ^ 6,4 
2.1 ^ 4.2 



-Criterion of 6.5 a.Mths* growth not met the group, 
^Criterion of 6^5 months' growth met hy the group* 
**Criterion of 6,.5 months' growth exceeded hy the group. 
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The time between pre and post testin^a was 6,5 months^ theref orSf the 
eritfirricft of growth that would indicate the attainment of the objective was 
6.5 Qonths. Table VIII shoWi that the objecti'^e was achieT?ed oi^y for the 
Wor[3 Attack Subtest, For the remaining thi^ee subtests, the average gain in 
months ranged from 3-1 months on the Passage Comprehension Subtest to 5*0 months 
on the Word Gomprehension Subtest, 

ThB average gains achieved over a 6*5 month sps^ in bi^a Word Comprehension 
and PaBsags Comprehension Subtests ean be compM*ed to the gains reported over 
a four-month period from pre to mid-^testing, (See Table VL in Appendix B. ) At 
the time of the mid-testing, a sample of 49 of the 70 third graders pretested 
had show an average gain of 4*55 months, TMs gain met the oriterlon of four 
months' growth* At the time of the post testing, a sample of 51 of the 70 
third graders pretested showed an average gain of 5*0 months. This gain did 
not meet the crit^:vinn of 6*5 months' growth* The average gain from March to 
Junm B?}nwed an increment of only t45 months for a 2, 5 month period* A similar 
situation oeourr^ for tte mo groups on the Passage Comprehension SiAtest, 
eQ-thoi^gh the criterion wk:a, ,'^Bt for this subtest at either the mid-testing 
or the post testing points* Th© average gain in mw.ibhs fur the 49 third graders 
tested at the mid-point was 2.67* The post testing gain was 3.1 indicating a 
gain of ,43 Jionths for the final 2*5 months of the program* 

There are two possible reasons for this* First, it is poseible that 
selection bias was operating* If children who reached acceptable levels of per- 
formance were exited from the prograin before the post test was adminietered, it 
may be that the children who remained in the program until its termination were 
the least successful in their prop-ess. It is felt that selection bias was not 
a factor here* Of the 70 children who received the subtest, 70*0^ received the 
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mid-teat anU "72^9% received the post test, A comparison was made between the 
P '^teat mean scores of all children tested and that group of children who re- 
mained in the program until Jme for both the Word and Passage COTprehension 
Subtesti, In all case a j theoe mean scorer^ were aliaost identi cal wid they did 
not differ significantly from each other. 

The second possibility is that the progress children make over the period 
of one school year '^s^ies over the cnwee of the rrear. It could be that these 
resi^tfe* are an indication that greater progress is made during the earlier 
months of program participation and that the amount of progress made tapers 
off as the school year draws to a close. It is felt that this possibility 
merits further stu^ 

Table IX depicts the Qategories of growth for the Woodcock subtests over 
the 6,5 month period for the uhird grade group* 
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ra OF I 
13 mm i 



m I MiioafiwEiOEiPfii oiLii 
ioDGoGK mm mm m, ill mm 

MM iil, 



Subteat 



Groythof Grovthof Growth of* Grovthof Growth of** 
ioOroyth W W W i'll 12Honthil 
or Dscrsaii Months Monthe Honthi Hontlii Bejoiid 



ted 51 100,01 4 1M 3 12 23J i IU$ 3 1 1% 



Word 51 100.01 12 ^4 6 111 3 15.^ ? 13,?| § 13 1%% 



I 

1 



^ord^ a 100.0? 6 11.1 15 29.1 11 21% 6 11,8^ 10 IU$ 3 ^.5| 



rehenaion 



Paiiip 51 lOQ.Ol 11 tlM 13 35*3? 6 ll.B? 9 1?,$ ? 13J 0 0,0? 
Goiprehenaioa 



*|[piotid growth- 6,5 mtiihh 
**fvicfl the ixpectKi powtlk 13 lontiii 
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Combining categories 4, 5, and 6 for the four eubteste gi-?es the perGen- 
tage of children who met and surpassed the criterion of 6, 5 mnnths* growth, 
^©se percentages are by subtesti (l) Word Identif ioation (23,6%)j (2) Word 
Attack (49,0^), (3) Word Comprehension (37.3^) , (4) Pasaage Comprehensioii 
(31*3^), The percentagei of children making no growth or showiifg a l^^nB in 
months of growth range ft-om 7,8^ on the Word Identification SubteBt tc ^3^f^ 
on the Word Attar\ Subtests The percentages of children achieving Bm^- j-^^w^h 
but not meeting the criterion range from 27,5% on the Word Attack Subteat to 
68,6$ on the Word Identification ^Subtest* 

Based on the rmultB of Table IX , a nuraber of obsei^vations are presentefl* 
The smallest percentages of children at the two ends of the distribution were 
in the area of word ^ idntif ication ekilli. The majority of third ^aders 
(68,6$) made one to five months' gain. The largest percentagei of children at 
the two ends of the distribution occwred on the Word Attack Subtest where 
approxijnately -half of the childrGn met or exceeded the criterion and approxi- 
mately one-fourth of the children made no gains or decreased. Likewise, ap- 
prosdinately one-foinrth of the children made some growth not meeting the cri- 
terion* Considering the Word and Passage Cnmprehenaion SuL'tsats, approximately 
twice as many children demonstrated no growth or a decrease in the Passage 
Comprehension Subtest in comparison to the Word Comprehension Subtest* The 
percentages of children dOTonstrating one to five months^ growth and six months 
grovth and beyond are more consistent* The larger percentege of children in 
the lowest category for the Passage Comprehension Subtest is reflected in the 
percentage of children categorized in the top three categories combined. Six: 
percent fewer children from this group m^t or exceedyfl the criterion for the 
Pass^e Comprehension Subtest when Compared with the corresponding percentage 
for the Word Comprehension S^test* 



WOODCOCK READING MASTmi TESTS* R^ULTS 
GRADES ONE, TWO, FOUR, FIVE, MD SIX 



As stated previously, the Diagnostic-Prescriptive children in gradei one, 
tVe, foOT, five, and si% received the Woodcock Reading Mastery Tests as a pre* 
test (Form A) in February, 1975 Md as a post test (Form B) Lti Jime, 1975* 

The number of first grade children who proceeded b^ond the Letter Iden* 
tifioation and the Word Identification Subtests wae not Bufflci^nt to warrant 
anaJyaiSp The anriysis waa confined to the two subtests of Lefctc^r and Word 
Identifioation for the first-grade group. Table X shows this*^ resiJ^ts* 

TABLE X 

PRE ^ POST WOODCOCK READING MASTmY TESTS 
LETTER IDESTIFICATION A!ID WORD IDmTIFICATION SUBTEST RESULTS 
GRADE EQOTVAUENT HEMS MD COHFIDMCE IKTEEV^ 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC -FRlSCffilPTIVE dnLDREM 
ffiADE ONE, 1974^^ 

Pretest-February, 1975 Post Test- June, 1975 
Subtest N X_ 95$ CI. X 951 CI. Change 

Letter 30 1*66 1*47 - 1*85 1.80 1,66 - 1,94 

Identifioation 

Word 30 1*51 1*42 1.60 . 1*77 1.65 - 1*89 ^ 

Identification 

^Indicates significance at the .05 level or beyond* 

Comparisons of r and post me^ grade equivalent scores showed that tho 
Word Identification Subtest score showed a statlstic^ly signifioMt increase 
fro© pre to poet testing, whereas the increase in mean score for the Letter 
Identification Subtest was not statistically significant. 
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Children in gra^m tyop fomr, five, and six received tov^r" of the five sub-^ 
testa, Ths Letter Identif ioatiori Subtest was not administered in order to con-* 
ierve testing time* A total reading icore co^d not be calculated* Tablea XI, 
XII I XIII, and XIV show ttieae resulti for grades two, foiu'j five, and six re- 
spectively. 
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TABL E X:; 



PRE MH POST WOODCOCK EIaMNO MASTMY TMTS' RMULTS 
CmADE EQUIVALMT mWB MB COmDmJOE INTmVAIB 
FOR TITIM I DIAQNOSTIC-PRESCEIPTIVE CHmEM 
cmADl TWO, 1974-75 



Pretest-Pebrutfy, 1975 Post Tait-Juna, 1975 
Subtest N X 95* C.I, X 95$ CI. Change 



Word 51 1,92 

Identification 

Word 51 1.97 

Attack 

Word 5i 1 , 64. 

Comprehension 

Passage 51 1,88 

Comprehension 



1,80 
1.78 
1.54 
1.76 



2.04 
2.16 

1.74 



2.20 2,08 - 2,31 



2.49 2.16 - 2.82 



1.96 1.80 - 2,12 



2.21 2.08 - 2.34 



*Indioates significance at the .Of le-vel or fcayond. 



TABLE XII 



PRE AJiD POST WOODCOCK READING MASTERI TKTS' ^ffiULTS 
GRADE EQUIVALENT JffiAKS AJND CONFIDENCE INTmVALS 
FOR Tin.E I DIAGNOSTIC-PRISCra PTIVE OHIIJ)RIN 
(mADI FOtJR, 1974^75 



Subtest 



Pretest-February, 1975 
N X 95$ C.I. 



post Test-June, 1975 
X 95% CI. 



Word 60 
Identification 

Word 57 
Attack 

Word 60 

CoBprohension 

Passage 60 
Comprehension 



3.19 2.99 - 3.39 



-.88 2.55 '3.21 



2o'4 2.37 - 2.70 



2.97 a.78 - 3.16 



3.27 3.08 - 3.46 



3.82 3.20 - 4,43 



3.02 2.80 - 3.23 



3.31 3,13 - 3.45 



•Indicates aignlficanoa at the .05 le'&el or beyond, 
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TABLE XIII 



PRE AND PCtfT WOODUOCK READIIlQ MASTmi TESTS' RlffiULTS 
GRADE EQUIVALENT MIANS AND CONFIDENCl INTIRVALS 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRISCRIPTIVE CHimEN 
GRADE FIVE, 1974-75 



Subtest 



Preteat-Pabruary, 1975 
N X 95* C.I. 



Post Test- June, 1975 

X 95$ C.I. Change 



Word 

Identif icati on 



&) : j,m 2.97 - 3.44 



3.44 3.15 - 3.72 



Word 
At teak 



60 3, ,13 2.51 - 3.84 



4.18 3.35 - 5.01 



Word 

C offlpr ehen s ion 



61 



2,64 2., ',9 - 2.79 



3.13 2,86 - 3.40 



Passage 
Comprehension 



61 3.08 2.85 - 3.31 



3. 48 3.24 - 3.7: 



*Indlcatea significance at the .05 le-vel or beyond. 



TABLE XIV 

PRE AND POST WOODCOCK REAMNG MASTTO TESTS' RESULTS 
GRADE EQUIVALMT OTANS AND CONITOMCE INTfflVAlS 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-FRESCRIPTIVE CHILDRIM 
mmE SIX, 1974-75" 



Subtest 


N 


Pretest-February, 1975 
X 95^ C.T, 


Post Tes 
X 


it-June, 1975 
95$ C.I. 


Change 


Word 

Identification 


37 


3.75 


3.36 ^ 4 - .4 


3.90 


3.51 - 4.29 




Word 
Attack 


36 


3.84 


2.81 - ...ee 


4.37 


3.27 - 5.47 




Word 

Coffiprehenalon 


38 


3.07 


2.76 - 3.38 


4.05 


3.53 - 4.57 




Passage 
Comprehension 


38 


3.58 


3.26 - 3.90 


4.06 


3.75 - 4.37 





*Indldates significance at toe *05 le'^el or beyond* 
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In all oasea the post test mean grade equi^alant aeorts were greater than 
the pretest acorei* The reeulti which r--.ahed statistical signif ioance ar© 
described below. 

For the seaond grade group, the post test mean grade equlifalent seorei for 
all torn' auhtesta were all statistically significantly greater than the cor- 
responding preteat mean grade equivalent scores. 

For the fourth, fifth, mi sixth ^ade groi^Bi the one atatlt dcally sig- 
nificant finding invel'^ed the Word doinprehenalon Subtests The pos^ ^^^st mean 
grade equivalent scores for tho Word Comprehension Subtest was statistically 
significantly higher than the pretest mean score for these thre^j p-ade groups* 

The average gain scores and their confidence Intervals were e^puted for 
the appropriate Woodcock subtests administered to the Dla^ostic-Prescrlptive 
children in grades one, two, foi^^ fivoj and six. The time between pre and post 
testings was 3.5 months. Therefore, the criterion signifying that the objective 
of one month*© growth foi* moh month in progrsm was 3*5 months. Tables Tf 
ttoough XIX show these results* 

TABLE ypl 

AVERAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND CONFIDMGE INTERVALS) 
ON THE WOODCOCK READING ^Tffil TESTS, BY SUBTEST 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSnc-PRESCRIPTIVE CmLDREN 
mWE ONE, 1974--75 



Subtest 


N 


Average Gain 
in Months 


95% C.l. of the 
A"vera.ge Gain 


Slgnificaace of 
Ave age Gain 


Letter 

Identlfi-bation 


30 


1.4 


1.6 - 2.7 




Word 


30 


2,7 


1.8 - 3.5 





Ident f ioation 



-Criterion of 3.5 months' growth not met by thr'- group* 
*CTit©rlon of 3*5 months* growth met hy the group* 
**Criterlon of 3*5 months' growth OKceeded by the group* 
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TABLE XVI 



AVERAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND CONFIDENCE INTmVALS) 
ON tm WOODCOCK RMDINO MASmY TETS, BY SUBTEST 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRECHIPTIVE CHILDRM 
GRADE TWO, 1974-75 



A-tferage Gain 95% C.I. of the iignificance of 
Subtest N in Moiitha Average Gain Average Gain 



Word 51 2.8 2.1 - 3.5 

Identlfieation 

Word 5j 5.2 2.9 - 7.5 

Attack 

Word 51 3.2 2.2 - 4.2 

Comprehension 

Passage 51 3.3 2.4 - 4.2 

Cofflprehension 



-Criterion of 3.5 iijanths' growth not met the group, 
♦Criterion of 3.5 months' growth met by the group. 
••Criterion of 3.5 moinths' growth exaeeded by the group. 



TABLE XVTI 

AVmAGE O'lN IN MONTHS (AND CONFIDENCE INTBEVALS) 
ON tm Wr JCOCK READING MASTmY TESTS, BY SUBTEST 
FOB TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRSSCRIPTIVE CHILDREN 
ffiADE FOm, 1974-75 



Subtest 


N 


Average Gain 
In Months 


95% C.I. of the 
Avorago Gain 


Significance of 
kvmT&^e Gain 


Word 

Identification 




0.8 


-0,2 ~ 1.8 




Word 
Attack 


57 


9.4 


4.3 - 14.5 




Word 

Cdffipreheneion 


60 


4.8 


3.4 - '^.2 




Pasaage 
Gompreheneion 


60 


3.4 


1.9 - 4,8 





-Criterion of 3.5 wnths* groirth not met by the group* 
*Critarion of 3.5 months ^ grovrth met by the group. 
♦^Criterion of 3.5 mo»iths^^ growth exGeeded by the proup. 
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TABLE XVIII 

AVERAGl GAIN IN MONTHS (JIND CO^m:DENCE INTIEVALS) 
ON THE WOODCOCK EEADIMG MASTEEr TmfB, BY StBTKT 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PBESCRIPTIVE CtnLEEHJ 
GRADE nVl, 1974^75 



A-varage Gain 95$ 0.1. of the Slgnif icatioe of 
Stibtaat N In Months Average Gain Ave rage Gain 

Word 60 2.3 1.2 - 3.4 

Identiflea-tlon 

Word 60 10.0 5,1 - 14.9 *# 

Attfick 

Word 61 4.9 3.1 - 6.7 » 

ComprehLenaioii 

I 

Passage 61 4.0 2.5-5.5 » 

Camprehinaiozi 



-Criterion of .1.5 moaths' growth not net bgr the group, 
•Criterion of 3.5 monthi' growth Bit the group, 
**Orlterion of 3.5 ffionthi' growth exceeded 1^ the group. 



TABLE XIX 

AVIRA^ GAIN IN MONTHS (AND COKHDENCD INTmVALS) 
ON THE WOODCOCK READING MASTIHI TETS, BY SITBTEST 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRISCRIPTIVE CHIIDRBM 
GRADE SIX, 1974-75 



A^arage Gain 95^0.1, of the Significanee of 
Suhifceat N in Months Averag a Gain Average Cain 

Vord 37 1.5 -0.3 - 3.3 

Mmtifieation 

36 5,4 0.0 - 10.7 * 



Attack 

Word 38 9.8 6.2 - 13.4 *» 

Conprehansloa 

Paasagf 38 4,8 2,2-7.5 * 

Con^ehenalon 



ERIC 



-Criterion of 3#5 months' growth not met the ^oUp, 
»Urit€rlon of 3*5 montha* growth met ^ the p*oup. 
**Crit€rlon of 3.5 nontha* gi'ovth sxoeeded 1^ toe groupi 
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The roaulta of the gnin aooPe analysis are deseribed below by grade group, 
Table KV shows that the first grade group reached th« criterion nf 3,5 
montha' growth m the om subtest of Vord Identification, The average gain ift 
BionthB on the Letter rdentlficatlon Subtest (1.4 roonths) for this group did not 
approach the Qrlterinn. The average gain made 1^ the ftrst grade group ori the 
Word Identification SubtBst was approximatoly twic« as much aa the a-verage gain 
this group made on the Litter Idontif ioation Subtest, 

Ab can be seen froia Talle m, the seoond grade group aohieved the critBrlon 
of 3.5 months of ^owth for all four subteata. The averagB gain of 5.2 raonthi 
on the Word Attack Subteit vaa the largest gain aheim for this group, while the 
amalloit gain vas on the Wora Identification Subtest (2. a months). 

Table XVII shovs that for the fourth grade group the average gains for the 
sutteatB of Word Attack, Word Conprehension, and Passage Comprehansion met the 
erlterlon of 3,5 montha' growth. On the Word Attaclt Subtest, which showed the 
greateit gain in months (9.4), the criterion of 3.5 monthB of growth was not 
otay met but exeeeded. The a-varage gain of 0.8 wonths on the Word Identification 
Subtest was the ainallest gain made by the fourth grade groifl) and it did not meet 
the criterion. 

The fifth grade group showed a pattern of reiUlts similar to the fourth 
grade group. The resulta in Tahle XVItl show that the a-sarage gains made by 
the fifth graders raaehed the ortterion on the sane three subtests as the foupth 
gradersi tford Attack, Word CompTshenaion, and Paasage Comprahension. The fiftii 
graders showed their largist gains (10.0 months) on the VTord Attack Subtaat. 
Thla gain not only met but eaceeeded the criterion of 3, 5 months. The smallest 
gain and the only one that failed to reach the eriterlon was 2.3 months of growth 
on the Word I'dentif Icatlon Subtest. 
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Table XIX oontalris the avGrage gain scores for the alsrth grade group. An 
Inspectiari of this table reveala that the sirth graders achlwed the criterion 
of 3i5 monthfl' grovth on the &mm tteee subtests as did the fourth and fifth 
grade gro^s. In the oast of th© sistth grads groi^?, however, the subtest on which 
the children eTOeeded the criterion was Word Comi^ehenslon with m a'verage gain 
of 9#8 fflonths^ The amallest gain mad© by the sixth graders vai oil the Word 
rdentif ieation Siibteflt (1,5 months) as was the cage for bath the fowth and fifth 
grade groi^ps. 

In the area of Xord Identif ieation the criterion of 3.5 aanthil» growth vae 
ittet only at grades one and ^o* The Woyd Attack Subtest was adisiiilatered to 
four of the five grade groups. The average gains aahleved three of the four 
poups on the Ward Attack Subtest were the greatest gains madt. However i at 
grade b±x the largest gain made was on the Word Comprehenflion Subttst, In tkree 
of the fow groups these gains e:3DC$eded the established oriteriDn* 

rhese findings, ralatl^e to the gains mad© by the 'parlous groups In the area 
of Word Idantif teatioii may reboot differeneeg in the focus of rsmediatien at 
the prlmiwy^ and interMaiate elementary grades. In all eaaea where VTord Attack 
Subtest results were aTOllable, the orltarion vai either aahleved or ewesded. 
Table VIII, contained in the previous section, showed that tht third grade group 
was also sucQeasfiiL in meeting its criterion (6*5 months) on the Word Attack 
Subteit. The fact that foia^ of tha five grade levels (two, fo^j five, and six) 
that reoeived the Word and Passage Comprehonsion Subtests met the criterion la 
inoeuraging, Reading oonprehension skills have for many years been a Bcmm of 
concern for both reading teachers and classroom teachers alike* 

Categories of growth were established to examine the dlatribution of chil- 
dren at the various grade levels for the appropriate subtests of the Woodcock 
Reading Mastery Tests*. These resulta are reported in Tables XX through OIV 
by subtest* 
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The resulta ©f th© Letter Identif ieatton Subtest for the first grade p^oup 
stajjd mlonm in Tablt XX as this vas the oiiy p'ada laical recelvii^ tois iubtist* 
ft*ott Table H it caa be^ seen that 30^ of the first graders met or eaeeeded the 
cyiteriorii while J0* 'j% mad© mme gain b'ut did not aohle^e criterion* Tht per- 
oentaga shewing no growth or a decraase Ib growth was 26.7$. 

Table OE dtplots the regtalts of the ^ade groi^i Sot the Word rdentlfloa- 
tioii Subtest* A caaparlson of OOTbiJied-percentagBs for the top three aategsrles 
shovs that ths flret and aeoond ^ade ^oi^pa were moat siicceeaful in aohdei?Lng 
the criterion of 3.5 months' growth vlth paTDtntages of 46»7 and 47.0 resp^cttva* 
ly. These grada graupa were also %hm moit st^Qissful Isi that their aatigarles of 
no growth or deGrease contain^ the sttalleit parcen-tegea of ohildriri, 16* 7$ and 
ll»a^ respeotti^aly. The fowth, fifth, and ii%th grade groups wtra less swcsis-- 
fti In that th€ peraentftges of chtldran in the top three catageriea ccniblnad were 
smaller and the paraentagea of children in the bottom category of no growth ©r 
daoreas€ vara larger* ^ese percentages in the no growth oategoay ranged froa 
3&t7% at grade fi^e to 43 •3$ at grade Som^t ii a aonsequanca of the niagnltud© 
of the perotntagea of ^ade fctff, fi^Sj and ilx ehlldrin in the no growth 
catagor^i the percentages of ehildrea at these grade le^eli achieving one to 
two months' growth were a goad deal smaller than the oorreipondlng perceritagaa 
in thii category at grades one and two- When the reiulta were oonihined for the 
fi^a grade p^oupSp It oan be seeii that 40$ of the ohlldren set or exceeded th© 
criterion. Approsdinately 30^ made either one to two months* grovrthi and 30^ made 
no growth or decreaaid on word Identlftoatlon skills as maaaur^ bgr this tostrmant. 

Table 2X11 ahows that on the Word At'tesk Siibteit greater psrcentages of 
Qhlldren at all grade lei?ela met or eOTeeded the criterian when these raaylta 
are eompared to the results of the Word Identification S-ubteet sho%m in Tabl© Xn. 



EKLC 



110 



Tha amallaat psraentagi of the aonbined top ttoes categorlei was 47.3$ at 
grad© si3c vMle the largest p&rciiitage was 61^ €% at p'ade fl^^s. The category of 
grovbh Inclijhdljig om tc ivo fflDnths did not vmry exbensl^ely^ Mong the fow ^ad© 
l^vclB. nisse ptramtages rMLgsd from 5.3^ at grade foW to 11, 7^ at grada fii?e, 
The peroentagei of ehildrett shoidJig no growth cT a deareasa were somewhat Large, 
Theme ranged from 26*755 at grad© SLym to 47,i:S at crade six. At all grade levels 
the largar percantages Brm foimd at the ©Ktremes of the distribution. Mora ohil« 
dren m&% or ©socaedad the crltsrioOi but the majority of those who failed to 
aehlei^e the criterion either jfiade no grovth or deoretsed in ^owth. The per- 
centagaa for the fom* grade groupe ooiablned rafleot the aame pattern of findlngi 
at the Indivldiial grade levels, 

A similar situation ooeurr^ on tha Word CotnpraheMion Siibtesti as shown In 
Table XXIII, At all grade levels the tluree top catagorits cottbined showed that 
large percentages of ohildren met or €»e^ed the oriterlDn* rh© moat impresalve 
rea^t was for the sixth p^ade where 86,9$ of the Qhlldren met or exceeded the 
arlterion of 3*5 months* grovrth. As was fomd in the resists for the Word Attaok 
Suhteat, the greater peroentagss of ehildren not meeting criterion were found in 
the lawest category of no growth* Theie peroentages rang^ frtim 10,5$ at slrtli 
grade to 31*3$ at seoond p'ade, The pareentages for the fom^ grades oombined 
show a siailar pattem. 

The Passage Comprahension Subtest resiilts, shovn in Table DCIV, show percent-- 
ages for all ^ade groi^e for the top three oategorles combined that range fram 
53^1$ at p*ade two to 65*0% at grade foiar. Of thoae children not meeting crit- 
ter ion ^ the larger percentages again are found in the no prowth or decrease in 
growth eategor^ with one e3cceptlon„ At ^BdiB tvO| 19.6$ of the children we 
fomd in the categoi^ of no growth while 27/5^ of th© chiiareri showed Some growth 
not meeting criterion* 
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la gerierali the r©i^te shown in Tables DCI thro-ugh 3QCrV ftppsar to iMicate 
that the children stiidied sppear to separate latp two rather distinct groups* 
The largest gro-up, rasging from 40$ to appxoximately 66$^ met or cxoasded the 
©atablishid orltarlou^ Thm mxt largest gTOiip^ rimgisf from 21. 4S to 32tS^j 
either made no growth or showed a aaorease xxi growth* The groups of children 
shovrtng soma gains (ont to two months) were generally small in oonparison to 
the aize of the first two groupa. This finding may be an indicatloii that the 
DhildriS aand.ced by this program ©Ither progrtes to criterion &r thay fall to 
niaki atiy progrtes at aJl, 

WLm 220 worn iisi 

3ht Dolch 220 Word List wai admialittrad to all eecond through eixth grmde - 
ahildrw as a pritest in Ootoberj 1974 * ^him maaaure of baeic eight voosbiilaTy 
f kills was administerid as part of the mid-taBtlng battaiy in Mirah^ 1975 to a 
sample of 165 children in grades two thro^h six in five of the participating 
schoDls- 

StatistlciQLy slgnlf leant incraMes Ixi meas nmber of words correct from 
pre to mid-tea ting wera foimd at gradae tvo mA thras, (Sbb Tahla IIJ of 
Appandlx ) For the seoond and third grade proupa oategories of jnaateiy vera 
eatabllahad in order to examine the programs made by these ohlldren fxom pre 
to mid-test i (Sea Table XV of Appendix B*) Tha Infoimtlon contained In this 
tabls indleatad that the steond and third graders as groups had made great 
itrddee in incriaslng their basic sight Tooabiaary skills* 

An Inspeotioii of the pretest m^m saoris for grades four, fivSj mi six 
ahowed that the lowest maatei^ level of the Dolch 220 Word List was 90^ on the 
pretest for these three grade groups. Th© raid-test mean ioo^a for the fowth, 
fifths and elybh grade groups demonBtrated mastery levels of at least 95^, 

112 



Based upon thi f indiaga of the Dolch 220 VovA liafc rwulti for toie sa^le ' 
of Magnostle Jwserlptt?^ ohiiaren, it vm deoiaed aot te re^adnialster this 
iastrottient as pwt of the post tsatlng bfitt©^, 

Thm findings discuss ed in previoiia stotipM of the rspart of the Title I 
DiagnostiG-PreEDrlptlTO Irogran are sioTOarisad da Tabl© 307 

TABIB BCV 

StMiaY or FlflDlffGS mn riTU I MACNOSriO^PMSORIFriTi; KEADDIG PmOBM 

m raiDM& srarisr bit aRADi ie^l (a raRDuoH 6) 
m MuammEa to ESTJBUsm) cM^rA 



Risaing Subttsts 2 3 

Wid© Eaugft AoMiVOTent Teet #* # # 

Baadi^f Subtest, Liy^al I 

Spaahs Blagaostlo lauding Saalea ^ 
Woxd RecQgaiition Idmtm 

Wocdcoelc Eeadl^ Mastsry Tsits ^ ^ ^ 

Word ld#atifioatlos Subtsit 

WoQdooclc Reading Maatsry Tests * # 

tford Attaolc Subtaat 

i/oadcock Beadiiig Maite^ Tasta * ^ « 

tford Coffiprehenilon Stibtest 

tfoodcDck Seading Waats^ Tests * ^ « 

?aB§mg% Coraprahension Subtait 



^^iterdoa not met by the groiap, 
^Criterion mat the ^ouj. 
**Griterlon exaaeded by the groups 



lote. a all casBi the oritartDji -tob one month' m grovth for eaoli month in program. 
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In mmh cast th© criterion of rabl© is the appropriate criterion 
tabldihtd on the basis of time between pre ancl poit tests . 

CoMdderiiif the findings aoroas grade leirela It can bs a sen from Tabla EOT 
that all gtmAm groups (2-6) wtrt euectssful In achieving the crlttilon of sight 
months * growth in the reading akilla of litter and wrd recDpiition and word 
anmlysls aa meaaui^ed by the Wide RaEge AGhieTemant Teat, Reading Subtest^ 
L&vbI 3 and the SpaGhe Dia^oatlo Heading SGalta, Word Recognition Mats* In 
three caaas the criterion of eight months^ grovth was a^cDsedeflt Hie saQomd 
grada group ixeeeded the crlteidon on both th© TOAT and the Spache meaiuree 
and the third grade grotip exceeded the criterion on the Spache rasaaiiMa* Theg© 
po^s of children have attained the goal* 

The criterion for the Word Identiflcatioa Subtest of the Woodcoek Reading 
Ifestary Testa was achieved only at grade two, niereforej the goal of increased 
slllls in nming -wprds m meaawred hy the subtest was not met* 

Tha ariterion for the Word Attack S-ubteet of the Woodcock Headl»g Maetery 
Teste was aohiived at aU grade levala, it gi^es foiar mA five thia criterion 
of 3*5 sontha' growth vas exceeded* Ita the area of applioatlon of phonic mA 
strtietur^ analysis skills^ the Dlagnostlc-Trescrlptlvie children aahleved 
siAoceas . 

The raaults of the Word Comprehension Siibtest" of the WoodGook Reading Mastery 
rests Bhov that four of the five grade groups met the oriterion. " The third grade 
grotip with m ev^erage gain of 5.0 months did not meet the OTlterion of 6*5 
mootha' grovth, Thm sixth ^'ede groiip with an average gain of 9,8 months 
exoeeded the orlterlon of 3.5 monthi- growth* Taking Into consideration the 
findinga of the fiye p^Me groups stiidled^ DiapioBtiG-PresorlptlTO chlldreji^ 
in geffii'rali were suoctssful in achieving the goal of increased toowledgt of 
word fflsaningSt 
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The TmuvLim of the Pais^© Coraprehenaion Subtest of the Voodcook aeadlng, 
Mast#r^ lasts aj© s^nllar to thos© of the Worcl CompreheMlori Subtest reaiilti in 
that the third grade group was thm only gromp vhleh did aot mast the CTitarion^ 
Thm aYSrage ga^ of thla p^up oi 3*1 months did not approach the criterion of 
6*5 monthBi- ill other grtida groups met their orlt©rlon of 3 #5 months aad none 
of these gTO]xpm ©Koeeded the oritwloD* BEsed on the flying that four of 
the fi^e grade groupi met the ariterion, it ^ can be iMd that Diaigiioitic-Prieorlp- 
tiv© cMldren have ^an iuocessful in ihoreaaing thtlr reafllnf Gompreheaslon 
akina. 

Baaed upon the findings oontai^ed in Tabl© when the reiulti of the 
Tarioua measures utilized are OQmpm.n& acTOss gwda lewl^^ It oan he aaen that 
there are a nmhar of slmilarltiei as \*ell as dlffaranoei . The areas of greatest 
auoceys wera for lettar md word resogaltion Md worf attache sMlls m jaeaswed 
by tha folloving InstrumOTtsi (l) Wd© Rmga Aehle^eDient Tmt^ Beading Subtest, 
LstoI 11$ (2) Spaehe Diagnoatlo Raoding Scales j Word BeoognJtlDn LdstEi and 
(3) Woodoock Beading Mastery Taste ^ T/ord Attaok Subteat* 

The n«t most sucoesiful areas of akill devalopmsnt for the Bli^ostiG- 
PraaeriptiTO oldldren were raadiag ocmprahMslon akills aa naasured by tha two 
stibtaatB of the Mcodeook Reading Mastery Teite of \fov& Oos^rsheiiaion and 
Passaga CoDaprehsttsion. 

The meas-ure showing the least sucoess for the Dlagnoatic-Praaoriptive 
children vaa the Voodoook Raadlng Master Tests , Word Ideiitlfication Siibttat, 
This instrmeat meaauras word nattlng skills. The poor showing made by ahildran 
on tha Woodcook aeading Hasteiy Teets> Word IdMtlfioation Subtest appears to 
ha. in direat opposition to the axcallent results shorn by tw other Imstrtnnants 
(WRiT and Spache Subtesta) presmad to be measwes of sijDllar eklllSi TMs 
apparent diserepanoy wawants fiarther study. 
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The findlBfi irdll now be diicussed in tsrms of suootss attatotd Diag« 
nQatie-PwsoriptiT^ children at each of the fivm gradt levels whioh appa^ in 
Table JOV* 

The eecDnd grada group achieved tht freatest suQO€Si isi that this froiap met 
or ©xcetded the ssta^liahed cilterla every meaBm*© utilized In tMs atudy* 

Cailldren In grades fow^ flira, aJid six attaiseci similar auootss levels, 
laoh of theaa grade groiips attadiiea their reipective Grittrla on f Ito of the 
six meaaiarei* la addition^ eaah of these grada groups exoaeded their respeotlve 
oriteria on one of the inBasiareB, 

The prade tlmmm eMldren aahi©T©d the l^ast sucoeai In that this grotp met 
or exceeded the astabUshed criteria on three of the sisc ineaaia^ei. 

Both the resiata ^ meaaiares across the gr^e groups m& the results within 
each grade grovp by maaai^ai uaed require InteiTpretatloEi beyond that which is 
contained in the pretdous dlsCTSilon* Ha fooM of tMa report hat been baaed 
piMMdly on the resuata of teats of statistiaia si^floance, Mdltional 
explanation and InterTiretatiDn of theie findings are the reaponaibllity of those 
^^vlduria skilled in the area of reading InstruotlQn, It la reooDmended that 
th© foOTS on reading skilla for children at the varioua grade levels during the 
progran yam- be stufllea in detail in Mlationship to the findings at these 
grade levels* , 

^e final recoMiSiaation la based upon thrj'^i^bgs partaii^ng to the large 
peroantages of cWliarea at the extreme ends of the diatrlbutions showing cate- 
gories of growth, rhe tendency of children to either make sufficient progrees 
which nltlEately resulted in att^iment of the criterion or to fall to progress 
appe»s to merit ftarthtr study. Is particular^ those children wIm demonstrated 
no growth or a decrease in growth over the progrM, year shoiad be of major 
eoncem* 

116 



ERIC 



-109- 



A s^|€sted proe©dTir© woiild be to deai^ and ooiidTiet a research ©xpert^nt 
ai^ed at stud^luf these ohlldron intenaelyp applydjng traatoeiits to b© fletemd^ed 
hj e^^i^rts ijo. the field of reading and maaawdjag the degree of iuocesf achieved. 
The laterrelatlonshlpi between -Uie measurOT^nts ebtalsad from a detailed BtvAy 
of thest aMldi^en aiid the meaawemants of their achlevment as the resialt of 
the treataent applied, imy provide insights whioh eooad aeslst prograin developers 
in meeting the naede of ohildren who have thua far failed to make progress* 
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NOTE 

The Follow Throxigh Study for the 1974-1975 schoDl year m& prepared 
iaparatelyg MLa data vas presented to the Unlfiad Sohool District No. 1 
Board of Education Coi^ttae of the Wiole on Jfonday , %ril 7| 1975 • 

^ (hpimB of this report m^s available from th© Departn»nt of Resiareh 
and DsTelopaanti Unified Sohool Diatrtot No, 1^ Raoiri©^ Wiacomin, 
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All ©lettenta^ dchaol oWldysnL la Hacln© UnU Led SgKc^I ^istTict par- 

Aehi element Tegt le aaalQlstftfed In thm spring of mmh scIopoI yeajr, Thp JIAT 
battariei admlnist^ria «t eaeji srad© l^wsl ara Lifitta l)alo\r* 



Gyjje MAT Battep-y mi Foyia 

3 Mr H^iBaMtflLj^ Bittesy, Form T 

U MAP - BLeaantojr Ba^tisy, Fcoi & 

6 Mr - Int^raediate JaWwy, Foim Q 



Test r©sid.ts fr^ia s atajadWdLged laitrmiBt of this natiij© do no^ plaj ^ 
major rple In thi Mmlustioa of m coffljsasatory p^oprajn swh a»a tlis Tl^tLi I 
Dlagnoatlc-Presotiptiya Raadlbg Program. Ne^ertlieiesip the sHudy of tehls-^weat 

i 

of grot^e of ohllar^ab at loth iim iip^mv sad Lowst sndi of th& ai^^bribtitloa oil a 
longitudinal basli oea atr^e as an Lndlcator of prop^flss nada Ln Metdag the 
nsida of ohildrBfl otw lo^g periods oi tirie* Such lafomattox aaa bi t lasafial 
tool to adminiateatots tn loalcing l©a|-**i*augi plang asd estatllsliing- loEff-tsri 
goals within the Sohooj Ddatriat* 

For the rea^DA^ sta.t^ ©bo'^&i Itetropslltari Aahli^Meat T^st r^sulta of chil- 
dren psrticlpatlBg itx tha Diagnoatio-PraacTiptLv© SBading Irograjn i^sr© srial^^ 
and are reportsd in thla Appeadlx* 

The >WT roi^tg of tfaa apftai, 1974 t€3tiftg served ai bh© jritftsti vrJilla 
th€ MAT resialts of the aprlug, testing isnfed as ths p&et test, N© jre-p<^st 
results are reportid fo^ fiyat gr^fls pwtlcLpaa^s. The E-es^ts of th© kiaider* 
gar ton MAT, Priffler Batti^y aamiiileteyeid to presfnt flpst gra4e chlldrOT lii 1974 

, 121 
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c^ot b© Qompared to the first p'ade mT Prlmaiy I Battery admlnistared to 
thes© childran in 1975. 

The MAT subtests whloh ha^t the p'eatest relevanee for the study of the 
progreBS of the Diagnoitlc-Presoriptive children are the Reading and Word Ifiiowl- 
edge SiAteits. The resialts of all aubtestg are reported, however. The progress 
of this group of ehlldren is a oonaern of Unified staff members of all subjeot 
areas (the total division of Instruational Services whioh enoompasses admin- 
istrators and staff of all subject areas). 

Tables I ttooi^h XVIII of this Appendix show the MAT results by subtest. 
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TABLE I 



1973-74 AND 1974-75 METROPOLITAN ACHIEVH^T TEST MSSULTS, BY SUBTEST 
^ADE EQIIIVALINT MEANS (AND CONFIDENCE INTmVALS) 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRESCRIPTIVl CHILDREN 
GRADE TWO, 1974-75 



Subtest 


N 


M^» 

X 


1974 Testing 
95$ C.I. 


M^, 
X 


1975 TBstlng 
95$ 0.1, 


Chani 


Word Knowledge 


36 


1,77 


1,64 - 1.90 


2,54 


2.39 - 2.69 


# 


Reading 


35 


1.59 


1,51 - 1.66 


2,31 


2.11 - 2,51 


« 


Word Analysis 


28 


1.67 


1.52 - 1.81 


2.48 


2.21 - 2.75 


# 


Mathematics 


34 


1.74 


1.59 - 1,88 


2.64 


2.39 - 2,88 


« 



•Indicates signifleanee at ,05 level or beyond. 



TABI^ II 

AVMAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND CONFIDENCE INTMVALS) 
ON THE METROPOLITAN ACHIEVHfflIT TEST, BY SUBTOT 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-mESCKCPTIVE CinLDRM 

ffiADE TWO 

BETWra 1973-74 AND 1974-75 TESTINOS 



Subtest 


N 


Average Gain 
in Months 


95$ C.I. of the 
Average Gain 


Signifloance of 
Average Gain 


Word Ifeowledge 


36 


7.7 


5.9 - 9.4 


« 


Reading 


35 


7.2 


5.2 - 9.3 




Word Analyals 


28 


8.1 


5.8 - 10.5 




Mathematics 


34 


9.0 


6.7 - 11.3 





•Crlterlen of 8,5 months* gro\rth not m%t ^ the group* 
^Critarlon of 8*5 months' gro\rth met isy the group. 
**Crit©rlon of 8.5 months* growth exceeded ^ the gro^* 
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TABLE III 



Vn'i-lk AND 1974-75 METROPOLITAN ACHIOTffiNT TEST Rl^ULTS, BY SUBTEST 
CmADE EQUIVALENT ME^S (AND CONFIDENCE INTMVALS) 
FOR TITLE I DIAQNOSTIC-raMCRIPTIVE CHILDREN 
GRADE TFfflEE, 1974-75 



Subtost 


N 


Mar, 

X 


1974 Testing 
95$ C.I. 


M^, 

X 


1975 Testing 
95$ C.I. 


Change 


Word Knowledge 


41 


2.39 


2.29 - 2.49 


3.18 


2.89 - 3,47 




Reading 


40 


2.13 


1.99 - 2.27 


2.78 


2.57 - 2.99 


« 


Spelling 


4J. 


2,42 


2.23 - 2.61 


2.66 


2.41 - 2,^ 




Math Computation 


a 


2,63 


2.51 - 2.75 


3.W 


3.60 - 4.01 




Math Coneepti 


a 


2.73 


2.52 - 2.94 


3.26 


2.94 - 3.58 




Math Problem 
Sol"9ing 


41 


2,60 


2.47 - 2.74 


3,17 


2.91 - 3,42 


# 



*Indioat©s signlfloanoe at ,05 level or beyond, 

TABLE I V 

AVIEAGE GAIN IN MONmS (MD CONFIDINCI INmVALS) 
ON THE KEraOPOLIT^ ACHIEraffiNT TEST, SUBTEST 
FOR Tin.E I DIAGNOSTIO-PRBSCRIPTIVE OHHDRM 
(KADE TIME 
BETWEEN 1973-74 1974-75 TESTINGS 



Subtest 


N 


Average Gain 
In Months 


95$ C.I. of the 
A'^erage Gain 


Slguiflcanee of 
A'perage Gain 


Word Knowledge 


a 


7,9 


4.9 - 10,9 




Reading 




6.5 


4,2 - 8.7 


* 


Spelling 


a 


2.4 


0.4 - 4.4 




Math Computation 41 


11.7 


9.5 - 13,9 


## 


Math Concepts 


a 


5.3 


2,8 - 7,8 


mm 


Math Problein 


a 


5,6 


3.3 - 8.0 





Solving 



-Criterion of 8,5 months' growth not mtt ^ the group. 
^Criterion of 8,5 months' growth met ty the gronp, 
**Crit©rion of 8,5 months' growth ©xeeidtd ^ the groi^. 
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TABLE V 



1973-74 Am 1974-75 MEraOPOLITM ACHIIVMENT TEST RESULTS, BI SUBTKT 
CaUDI EQUIVAISNT MEANS (AND OONnDMCE INTMVALS) 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIO-BRESCRIPTIVE CHILimm 
ORADE FOm, 1974-75 



^lih'f flat. 




Y 


1974 Testing 
95^ Ci.I, 




1975 Testing 
95% C.I, 


Changi 


Word Knowl^ge 


59 


2.99 


2.72 - 3,26 


3.48 


3.22 - 3.75 




Reading 


59 


2,50 


2.35 - 2.66 


2.99 


2.73 - 3.25 




Langu^e 


58 


3.55 


3,28 - 3.81 


4.13 


3.79 - 4.46 




Spemng 


58 


3.14 


2,82 - 3.46 


3.89 


3.49 - 4.29 




Math Computatios 


. 60 


3,93 


3.71 - 4.14 


4.44 


4.14 - 4.75 


# 


Math Concepts 


59 


3.27 


3.08 - 3.46 


3.80 


3.55 - 4.06 


# 


Math Problem 
Solving 


56 


3,19 


3.02 - 3.37 


3.63 


3.37 - 3.89 




*Indloatas signi 


flcance 


at ,05 level or beyond. 









TABLE VI 



AVIRAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (MD CONFIDMOB INTmvALS) 
ON THE METOOPOLITM ACHIEVH4MT TEST, BY SUBTET 
FOR nTLE I DIA^OSTIC-PRESCRIPTIW; Cini^REN 
ffiADE FOim 
BETlffiM 1973-74 WfD 1974-75 lESTINGS 



Sol'^lng 



ERIC 



-Criterion of 8*5 months^ growth not met by the groi^, 
^Criterion of 8*5 months* grovth met by the gro^. 
**Crit©rlon of 8,5 months' grovth exQeedad by the p'oup* 
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Subtest 


N 


Average Gain 
in Months 


95$ C.I. of the 
Average Gain 


SlgnlflcMce of 
Average Gain 


Word Knowledge 


59 


4.9 


1.9 - 7.9 




Reading 


59 


4.9 


2,4 - 7.4 




Language 


58 


5.8 


2,8 - 8.8 


* 


Spoiling 


58 


7.5 


4.4 - 10,6 




Math Computation 


60 


5.1 


2.6 - 7.7 


M 


Math Coneepti 


59 


5.3 


3.1 - 7.4 




Math Problem 


56 


4.4 


2,4 - 6.4 


mm 



TABIM VII 



1973-74 AND 1974-75 MimOPOLITAN ACHlEVmiNT TEST RESULTS, BY SUBTEST 
ffiADE EQUIVALMT JffiANS (AND CONFIDENCE IHTmVALS) 
rOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRESCRIPTIVE CHILDREN 
GRADE FIVE, 1974-75 



Subteit N 


X 


1974 Testing 
95« CI. 


Mav. 
X 


1975 Tea tine 
95$ CI. 


Change 


Word Jtoowledge 35 


2.94 


2,68 - 3.19 


3.44 


3.19 - 3.70 




Reading 36 


2.62 


2.45 - 2.79 


3.53 






Languaee 37 






4.«4 


3*96 - 4»52 


if 


Spelling 32 


3.53 


2.96 - 4.09 


4.60 


4.32 ^ 4.88 




Math Computation 37 


4.02 


3.63 - 4.a 


5.25 


4.94 5.55 




Math Coiioepts 38 


3.27 


2.99 - 3.54 


4.21 


3,95 - 4.47 




Math Problem 37 
Solving 


3.40 


3.09 - 3,71 


4.13 


3,86 ^ 4,40 


if 


*Indioatea significance 


at .05 


level or beyond. 









TABLE VIII 

AVMAGE GAIN IN MONTHS (AND OOOT'IDMCE INTMVALS) 
ON THE METROPOLITAN ACHIEVSCTT TESTj BY SUBTEST 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC^raESCRIPTIlffi CraiBRM 
mADE ITira 
BETraiN 1973-74 AND 1974'75 TESTINGS 



Subtesit N 



Word ftaowledge 35 

Reading 3$ 

Language 37 

Spelling 32 

Math Computation 37 

Math Concepta 3S 

Math ProblCT 37 
Solving 



^Criterion of 8.5 months r growth not met by ttis groT^. 
Criterion of 8.5 months* growth met the groi^. 
**Crlterion of 8,5 montl^* growth exceeded by the group t 
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Average Gain 95$ C.I. af the Signifioance of 
in Months Average Gain Averse Gain 



5.0 


2.6 - 7,5 




9.1 


5.4 - 12.8 




7.6 


4.4 - 10,9 




10,8 


5.5 - 16.0 




12,2 


8.3 - 16.1 




9,4 


6.8 - 12,0 




7,3 


3.9 - 10,7 





TABLE IX 



1973-74. AND 1974-75 METROPOLITAN ACHIEVBffiNT TEBT RESULTS, BT StffiT^T 
GRADE EQUIVAMT MEANS (AND COOT'IDMCE INTmVALS) 
FOR TITJM I DIAQNOSTIO-PR^OHIPTIVE OIIIJJMI 
mAOE SIX, 1974.-75 



Subtest 


N 


X 


1974 Teiting 
95^ C.I. 


Mb^, 1975 Testlnf 
X 95$ CI. 


OimngB 


Word Knowledge 


36 


3.74 


3.30 - 4.18 


4.1J 


3.80 - 4.46 




Reading 


36 


3.60 


3.32 - 3.88 


3.78 


3.42 - 4.33 




language 


34 


4.48 


4.11 - 4.86 


5.17 


4.72 - 5.62 




Spelling 


35 


4.53 


4.23 - 4.84 


5.65 


5.25 - 6.05 




Math Computation 


33 


5.57 


5.20 - 5.94 


6.20 


5.66 - 6.75 




Math Conoepts 


33 


4.45 


4.17 - 4.74 


4.91 


4.54 - 5.28 




Math Problem 


32 


4.05 


3.73 - 4.37 


4.67 


4.22 - 5.12 





*lBdicatea slpiificajice at ,05 le-^el or beyond, 

TABLE X 

AVmAGE GAIN IN MONTIB (AND CONFIDENCE INTmVALS) 
ON THE IffllROPOLITAN ACIflEVBOTT EKT, BT SUBTEST 
FOR TITLE I DIAGNOSTIC-PRMCRIPTIVE CHII^REN 
GRADE SIX 

BErraEN 1973-74 AITO 1974-75 TESTINGS 



Subtest 


N 


A-verage Gain 
in Months 


95^ C.I, of the 
Average Gain 


Significanoo of 
Average Gain 


Word Knowledge 


36 


3.9 


-0.1 - 7.9 




Reading 


36 


1.7 


-3,1 - 6.6 




I<anguage 


34 


6.9 


2.4 - 11.3 


# 


Spelling 


35 


11.2 


6,8 - 15,5 




Math Computation 33 


6.3 


0.7 - 12.0 


# 


Math Concepts 


33 


4.5 


1,1 - 8.0 




Math Problem 
Solving 


32 


6.2 


2.2 - 10.2 





-Criterion of 8*5 montha' growth not met by the group, 
^Criterion of 8,5 months' growth met by the group. 
**Criterion of 8,5 laonths* growth earoeeded by the group, 
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TABM XI 



(ffiOWIH OF INDIVIDUAL TITIM I DIAGNOSTIC-mESCRIPl 
AS IffiASimim ON TOE IffiraOPOLITAN ACfflEVHOTT TKT, WORD HJOfe 



Grade 


Total 


Na Growth 

or Decrease 


toowth of 
1.4 to 5-7 
Months 


Growth of* 
8-9 
Months 




N 


% 


V 


% 


N 




N $ 


2 


36 


100 M 


3 


8.3$ 


7 

19.4$ 


6 

16,7$ 


5 13.9$ 


3 


41 


100. 


9 


22,^ 


8 

19.5$ 


9 

22.0$ 


3 7.3$ 


A. 


59 


100. c$ 


13 


22. C$ 


15 

25.3$ 


9 

15.3$ 


7 11.9$ 


5 


35 


100,0$ 


9 


25.'^$ 


5 

14.3$ 


8 

22.9$ 


7 ^.0$ 


6 


36 


100. c$ 


12 


33,3$ 


7 

19.4$ 


3 

8.3$ 


4 11.1$ 


Grades 2-6 
Coablnefl 


i 

207 


100.^ 


46 


22.3$ 


42 

20.3$ 


35 

16.9$ 


26 12.6$ 



^Ecpsctad growth- 8*5 months. 
**lVlca the e^^eeted growth-* 17 months. 



I 



H 



mm OF III wal m: 
AS mm OH THi iioPi 



'II I DiMoanwRiORipfii mm 







Growth ef Orawth of* Growth of 


frowth of «* 






Ho Growth H ^ol'l ^ 1045 


16 Montlii k 


Griie 


fotd 


orDioriisi Monthi Months intha 


Bfeni 











2 33 lOOj 3 14, 



3 ^ lOO.Oi 6 15. 



4 59 100.01 24 40. 



5 36 lOOj 9 25. 



6 36 100,0? la ^, 



6 ? 

1?J m 5 UJ U 31.41 1 2M 
9 5 

22J 12J 6 m 12 30.01 1 m 



1 6 

11.^ 104 5 a. 



3 3J.5J 9 15. 



GriQii 



s2.6 
Ootsbind 206 



3 , 3 

m iS 3 

3 3 

IS IS 1 



3,3$ i n4 10 a?. 



2J 4 ll.y ? 19.i? 



62 3QJ 13.61 1L6J 20 0 43 29 U.1? 



*l^eetid growth- 3,5 monthi, 
**Mce thi powth- 1? fflonths, 
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mm OF lilTOAL TITLE I DIAGiS^O-PEESOHIPTIl OHILDra 
AB 1^11 OH fi iiOPOLIM AOHIIMf Ml W MLfSia STO, Wk^H 



Orowth of 


Orovth of » 


Growtli of 


Qrovrth of 


Ho Srowth W to WJ 




1045 


16 Months 1 


Grade total or Deeriass Honthi 


Honths 


Honttis 




N { I J H J 


ff 1 


II i 


I 1 



? 5 

a ^ 23 lOQ.Cf 3 10,7? 25 17.91 2 7.1? 8 23,6? 3 lOj 

'lIB ^ i fTt M n i ^ Hlj i r ~ "M I M MM ^— M — M l - jlll l ll !■ I I — - " - " - - _. , .. _ 



*lipectid growth- 3,i5 lonthi, 
**lW.Ci thi wqiiotsd growth- 17 loithi, 



i 

M 

hi 
I 



1 



! 



1?^ 

ERIC 



mm 

mm Of mmm m i immi^mmmn mmt 
A3 MSii ON m mmum mmm ra, mguigi aiiaTj m-i^ 



\ Grevthof Grovtbof* Growth of Growtliof** 
lOrovth \ W to 5-7 W 104^ l&Honthi"^ 

Me lotal orleorsasi Honthi Moaths Months Beyond 



a 4 

4 53 1D0.0J 21 %M m m 3 5.2^ 9 M 13 224? 

2 5 

5 37 1D0.0I 9 24J %$ UJ ^ 13j B 8 2U)I 

a 5 

I 6 34 100.0? 9 26.1 U.7| 2 i ll.B| ^ 17.6? 



f Mm 4-6 la 14 

mm , 129 100.0? 39 30.^ 14,0? 10,1 10 ?.i? ai 16,3? 27 20.9? 



«*Mca the ^^oU frowth. 17 inenths, 
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TABU XV 

mm OF iimDE nm i mmm-mmi'm mm 
y mm ON 11 moPOLifAN AOHiiMT TIT, spaLii mm% iW3 













Oroirtli of* 






GrMe 






i , Hi 






Q 

7 


1045 


16 Ifenthi & 


fotal 


or Decriii 


i6 Moiil 




Hon 


,thB 


Honthi 


Esmond 








; H 




N 














u 


10 










3 


100 J 


13 31 






2 


m 


1 2.M 










a 


12 










4 


58 lOOj 


li 2^ 




; 20.1 


5 


m 


10 17.3? 


9 15.5! 


, 5 






2 


3 










32 lOOj 


5 15 






1 


m 


5 15.6J 


16 50.0! 


H 
















h 


» 


















' 6 


35 1004 


5 U 


5.1 


' 114 


3 


m 


a 22.91 


13 3?.l! 



Grades 34 26 29 

Combined 166 100,0? 37 22J 15,^ Yj,% u 6,6? 24 U.5j 39 23.4? 



*l^icted growth* 8,5 ionthi, 
«%iei the i^^seted powtli- 17 wths, 
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mm 



ioii Of mwm Tm i Dimo nmnm mm 
AS mm oi !i mopoLifiiOHiiyia! test, ii ooputation mm% i5?W5 







toowth of 


Gwwi of* 


Growth of Growth of *» 




lo Growi 


l-ito3-? 


M 


10-15 16 Honthi k 


Gradi fatil 


or"'Dicreiii 


Months 


Months 


Honthi If ond 


^ 1 


I i 






J i 1 $' 



3 6 

a 34 100.0? , 5 a.^! 17.61 4 iLgJ 11 32.4? 3 



3 41 lOO.Oj 0 0. 



h a 

19i$J 3 ^ 12 J 13 31.?J 9 m 

10 4 

to 1004 a 35.0? 16,1 6.6? 6 10.0? 10 16,7? 9 15.0? 

5 .._,37 100.0? 3 3.1? 5.1 a.l? 5 iJ,5? 14 37.9? 10 27.0? 

7 4 

i 33 100.^ 9 27.3? 21.^ 12.1? 2 6,1? 3 9.1? 8 24.2? 



Gridil 24 
OoiMnid 20^ 



2i 25 

100,0? % %% 13.7? 12,^ 22 



51 24,9? 41 ^.0$ 



growtt- i,5isnthi. 
*%ics the si^ietid growth- 17 lonthi. 



ERIC 
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fABLi rai 



mm OF mmm mn i mmMmmm mmii 
AS Hiaii 01 Ti moFOM AciiMf Wj m mm aimij if 







Grotftli of 


Growth of* 


Orowtli of 


Growth of «» 




hi 


mi H to H 


a-9 


^ 10-1^ 


16 Honthe i 


Grade 


Total . or Di 


lariiie Months 


Months 


Monthi 


Beyond 






1 ■ H 1 


I i 


1 t 


11 J 



I 

H 

y 

0 



3 


^ looj 


10 




a 

19.3 


1 

i l?.lj 


3 


7,3? 10 24. 


S 3 ?.3i 


i 


39 lOOj 


16 




13 

22.^ 


a 

; i3ii 


a 


10.21 9 15, 


1 11.9) 


5 


33 lOOj 


4 


10 J 


4 

10,1 


a 

; 21.U 


2 


%% 14 36. 




' 6 


33 lOQ.Of 


11 


33.1 


10 

30.| 


4 

, 12.1? 


a 


1 3. 




Gridii 3-( 
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Apparoix s 

REPORT 

.:;htroduetlna 

The ehildrsn aervletd by the Diapjostie-PrescrlptlTe Reading Program 
durijog the Wih-Xm sehool year Bcored at or below the Raelne tnifiBd School 
' District's 30th peroentile on toe ^aaiag SubteitB of the JfetropolltM Achleve- 
aient Test when administered in the spring of 197^1. The students are enrolled in 
grades one thixjij^ six at eight pubUe sohools ija toe District and thiee non- 
piAlie schools la the Dlstidct, 

^ prog»a, due to staM reoruitaBent probl^, did not begin latil the 
saeoad senester of the 19?4^1975 school year in two of toe public schools. 
At each of to© schools , a Dla^stlc-.Preseriptive Regonree Csntep Is set vp. 
Bach center has one fun-time readlflg teacher ^ two fuU-tlms aides. To 
s^r^se and eoordlaate the efforts of these centers, one fun-tlttB cQordlnator 
WM ia^lated at toe beginning of the second semeBter. In addltloa to toe 
center reBponsibllities, all st^f nembers partioipato in weeldy la^erviee 
workshops each IWday, 

Pre-serrLce workshops were also held for all staff and roles were establish- 
ed as foUewsi (a) The Dia^stic-Presorlpti-ffe tosowce Teacher will administer 
foiwal and laforaal diagnostic teats and wrtte presoriptiona for indivldml 
students to be followed at school and homei (b) The Diagnoatlc-Preseriptlire 
Resotiroe Mde will ii^lemwt these proiortptlona with studrats dja sobool Md at 
.hoaej (e) The Coordinator wiU si^ervise, wordi^te, and provldt in-servioe 
workshops weekly. 

Students mm Individually or by two's to the Ma^stic Center three 
tines a week for approadBately forty-flire nlnutefl each tlae. Sti^deats' o«iter 
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work Is uauaUy sehedtaled arouDd their classroom reading taae aM soheduled so 
that eaoh child does not wiaa the same subjeot aore than once each week. 

Each dia^oBtic tMoher seirfs ppliited poples of the child' a cMtar sahedule 
to hln, his parmtB, GlaaBroom teachers, emd coordinator, Meh sobediae 
dneludes the nana of tte studrat's dla^oBtio teacher aM. the aide with wtom he 
works. The child toen vorks once a week with tte diagnostic tocher and two 
tlMS a week with the aide, iOso shown on the aohedTae is the time of the hone 
visit or contact with each child's par«it or piardiaa. 

For the tame Tisit tiie aide takes materials, ^aes, and/or books as pre- 
scribed ty the diagnoitio teaolMr. The aide then deronstrates and es^lalns 
•Uils hoTO prescription, gives s^geated amoimts of time InterTOls and es^eoted 
outcomes, men, the adult at tane would Ifl^lenent thlB prescription with the 
child after school. 

Center vlsita lasted forty-five minutes appro^djnately and were held three 
times a week. Each child's pro^Mi is desipied, prescribed, md l^leniented 
irtth him In Mnd. Idated below la a general outline of the pattern which most 
risits took I 

Center Visit-^5 Mitttttea 

Creetlng, InfoiMl coavewation .2-3 min 

Dolch parafrtphs aM recording 2-3 min! 

Skill drill , 

7oeab,aaiy developTOnt 3 - 5 min. 

CoapreheBsion de-relopaent ^ ... ,10 -12 mm. 

Usteniog - Reading 5 -10 mm. 

Evalmtlon - Motlimtlon for risit and next visit , , .2-3 mda. 

Total 45 min. 



imluatlon Plme 

The BTOlviation plan for Title 1 DlagnoBtic-Jreserlptlve Eeadlaf Pro- 
IWttf 1974-1975, ipeeifled that ehMgei is, partlolpmt's reaaing sHUb were 
to be erolmted by msm of pre and post test naaiures. The iastrtiMnts utilised 
la the oeasOTrafflat of beha^oral ehaages axa the Wide Haoge Aohie'TOiMnt Test - 
Readlag Subteat, LiTel Ij and the Spaohe Dia^ostic Reading Scales, Wort 
Reeopiitlon S^test to neasur© aehieveaBnt in the area of TOcabulaiy de-TOlopMnt 
and word attac* sklllB} tte Doleh 220 Word List to aeseBs growth la baalo sifht 
■TOeahulaiy sldUsi and the Woodeodc HMdlnf B&eteiy Tests to neasure chanfe ixi 
the areas of letter Identlf leation, word Id^tlf ieation, word attaefc, wort com- 
pr^^lon and passage eoBprehansion skills. 

The e-raltjatlon plan lOso caH^ for the post testing of forty-five Qhlldren 
in gMdes foiH' and five presently participating In the 1974-1975 Ddji^ostlo- 
Preeenptlve ?rognm who partlelpated in the progiBm sinoe its iiioeptlon from 
Jaauary, 1974 through Jime, 1974 dmtog the 1973-1974 school year. These chll- 
d«n had been tested with the coaplete Spache Diapiostlo Headlag Scales as a 
prBteat in Februaiy, 1974, and a^ln as a post test In May, I974. The plan for 
thie gro^ of children called for inveatl^tion of longitudinal behavioral eh^gss 
over a span of three testing pertods, Pebrua^, 1974 to l&y, 1974| February, 1974 
to tto^, 1975| and May, 1974 to Itoy, 1975. 

Finall y, behflvloiml chmges were also to be evaluated ^ means of the 
Ms'teopolitan AcMewnent Tests - Rewtog Subtest. Tto toading SMd Wort toowledge 
M.A,T. subteat scores M-e appropidate for emluating behartoral ohaages in 
parWeipants la present grades two through six. The M.A.T. Wort ^alysis Subtest 
Is a^ropriate for present p^e two, while the M.A.T, langimge Arte Subtest is 
appropriate for present grades foia through six, Tho M,A,T. pretest then was 
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adfflinistered m part of the DiBtrlot^de testlaf pMgram m my, 1974 and the 
post t«8t viU. be adalniatered la May, 1975, 

to October, 1974. the Research wad DeyelopoBnt Btaff colleeted pre-data by 
admiaiBtertng the Wide Itoge Aehlevenaat Test - Hoadliig Siitest, Level 1| the 
Spache Diapiostle Reading Scales - Word leoo^tlon Sectioni md the Doloh 220 
Word list to an second through six graders eiu«lled in ttie Dia^ostic-Rce- 
soidptl-re ftv^TO. The deelaion me made not to pretest the firtt gimde 
pM^lelpmta becaiaae It was felt timt these iMtriments were not aroroprlate for 
beaming first pmders slmwini detteieneiea in readinf skilla. At the time of 
pretestiaf , the Dia^Btla-ft^BarlptiTs Progi^ was ope»tlng in the follo>dnf 
schools J Stephen BuU, Idnoo3n, Jeffefflon, B^atftlln, Jaaea, Garfield, Holy 
Name, Holy IWMty, and St, Stanlsiaua, 

Noveaber, 1975 the Research and Development staff administered the Wood- 
cock Readliig Jfastery Tests to all third grMmTs enroUsd in the Diagaostic-Pre- 
scrtptiTe ft^^a. The Woodcock Reading Master Teats are a dla^oetic sad 
researob tool which beoarae a-rallable In 1974. The decision was made to adadnister 
the test as a pilot project to a sub-groi;p of the total group of children in the 
Mm^stic-PrescrlptlvB ProgrM. The third g»de ffn^ was ctosai as the pilot 
grot^ beeaust it was felt that this grow' displayed the greatest need for addl- 
tional diapiostic InfoiTOation. It was also Judged by the ReadiBf Consultant that 
the usefulness of the test could beat be Judged from a study of the third grade 



In nhrmjcy, 1975 the Director of Title 1 wd the Daapioatic-Presoriptive 
Reading Program Coordinator eaqjressed Interest in the coUeetion of interiji 
data from pro^a participants for the puiposes of mking prelimlnaiy Judgments 
conceming the degree of success attained by progrm participants as well as 
pTOiddlnf inforoatlon that might prove useftil for foiroatiTe eTOluation, A Joint 
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decision waa nade by the Wfeotor of Title I and the Director of the DepM^nt 
of Hesearch and Developaeat to admlaiater niid-year tests to a, sanqjle of Diapioa- 
tio-ft^fleri.ptivs ohiadreii. All interim testing was carried out in tech, 1975, 
The wide Ewge ^Meveaent Test - Reading Subtest, LsTel I emd the Doloh 
220 Word Idst vere adoiaiatersd to a sample of secoml tteough sixth p«ders 
who had reoei'TOd the prstests. testing was o^ded out in five schools i 

Jmes, Idneolji, flartield, Stephen BuH, and Fi^llii, A total of 165 children 
la p^es Wo through six oo^rtse the saaqjle on triiioh the ama3jrsea of the Wide 
Banfe Achie-rement Test - R©aaing SubtsBt, Level I the Doleh 220 Word list M-e 
baaed. 

NlneteOT children are second gi«lers, forty-one are third ^adei^, fifty- 
teee are foiffth graders, twenty-ilx are fifth gimdere, and tsienty-six are 
Bisth gMden, The time between pre and aid-year teatli^ ws five aonths. 

^e Moodcock ReadiBg Masteiy Teats, Word Co^rehension aid Passage Com*, 
pretonaioa Sifttests were adialnistered to those third graders in the six public 
sehools who had recei-^ the preteBt in November, 1974. Of the fifty-sev«i 
ehlldren who recelwd the pretest, forty-nine were avmilahle for latertm test- 
iBf. The results of the analysis of tto Woodcock Reading Kfeateiy Testa, then, 
are bas^ yxpon a ampl% of forty-nine third grodera who received both pre and 
mid-year tests. For this gro\;p the time between testings was four aonths. 

In addition, the coi^lete Spaehe Diagnostic Reading Scales were adininiatered 
to those fourth and fifth gi«de children who were enrolled la the Diagnostic- 
Prescriptive Pro^«m in Smvmy, 197 At md who oontlnue to be serviced by the 
program this year. Of the forty-five children id«itified as this grovtp when the 
program begaln in September, 1974, thirty-eight children were still in the pro- 
fit when interim testing was cajried out In March, 1975. The results of this 
waalysis are ^ed on tweaty^three children presently in grade fotBC and fifteen 
children presratly in gi«de five, 
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I»es<ntatlo n of Data and Iiite; nartttatlQp o f Reaulta 

vocAOTLm D^iDWfflNT m mm mACK SKiiis OP DiAajosTio-PRKcROTivi mmim • 

AS MliiSram BI 'm wide R^OE AOHimrocQfT TMST * MADma STOTraT, mmL I 

In Oetobftr, 1974 tht Wide RMf® Aohiewnent Teit - Readdng Stibteat, Le-rel I 
was atoMfltered to all Beoond through sixth gra&m eMldrefl partioipatiag in the 
Dia^BMe-Presertptl-TO Reading ProgMn aa part of a pretest reading assesBment 
batteiT-, to tfareh, 1975 the Wide ftufe Aehle'?raent Test - Headlnf Sitotest, 
IfiYBl I was agada administered to a sai^le of Dia^ostic-Preseriptiw ohildren 
iJi the foUowiag schoolef Janes, tdncoin, GMtfield, Stephen ftill, mA Fra^lin, 
A co^rtaon of pre ^d-year teatlnfi showed a totel of 165 children In 
grades two through six with both pre am mid-yeM soorea. The analyaes daaoribed 
below are bas«l on this sM^le of 165 ohlldrea, 

^e first Mj^yala entailed mm calculation of grede equiTalent mean scores 
and eonfidrace inten^la for eaeh grade (two through six) for pre saO. mid-year 
teatii^. Table I shows the grade equi'mlent TOana ool confidence InterTala for 
eaoh gxmde. 
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TABLE I 



PRE AND IffiD-YE/ffi WIPE RANGE ACHnVMMT T^T 
EEiffim& SOBrET KKUliES 

QMDiS TWO TroOOrOH SIX, 1974-75 



UT&QCi 


II 


Pretei -Wetol^r^ 1974 


K 95$ C.I. 




2 


19 


1,94 


1.76 - 2.n 


2.75 


2.43 - 3,08 


* 


3 


-a 


2,67 


2,47 ^ 2.8fi 


3.45 


3.11 - 3,W 




4 


53 


3,47 


3,19 - 3.74 


4.06 


3.71 - 4,40 




5 


26 


3.55 


3.11 - 3,9S 


4.28 


3.60 - 4.95 




6 


26 


4.03 


3.17 - 4,89 


4.63 


3.87 - 5.40 




*Indicati 




ricaaee at the ,05 le-vel or 









in inapftetlon of the confidence dntQirola for aach grade on the two testings 
indlGates tMt there Is a s-tetiatiBaiay slpalflcaat increase Ib gndm tquivalent 
nean scores for gwaes two aad thrae from the Oototar, 1974 -to the tfapoh, 1975 
testiae peidods, AlthoTjgh the grade equlvalrat msans for gr«dei four, fl^e, and 
six inoraaaed over the flTe-nonth period, they did not xeaoh the .05 Iryel of 
atatistlcal ai©iifieanc©. 

The sesond portion of the amlynU consisted of eo^^tlrig the a«m|e gaiii 
in Dwnths on the Wide Range lohi«T«ffleot 3eit - laading Subtest, Level I for each 
grade (-b^o thrQUfih six) as van %s thm 95% oonfldeaoe totersmls of the aTamge 

The ea^ect^ gain for DlaeiOftio^jreicriptlTO Frogpain ^rtlcapanta for the 
readdng sltills as aBseiaid 'by the Wide Raiige AcMevKBent Test - Readine Suhtest, , 
I^rel I is nojTOl developTOnt, i.e., om month.' s grwth for each month in the 
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progsam. The time between pre and ndd-year testiEgs wma five oonths (October 
thtoiifh }farch). To meet this es^eetatlon on a gro^ basis, each groi;^ would 
bf is^icted to aehlB'TO a mlMmm of fivs months' ^wth. Table II shows the 
aTOrage ^la ix. maVba (and oonfldeace intervals) for the 165 childTan In ' 
gmdea two throu^ bIx from pretesting to mid-tegting. 



TABIE %1 

kvmam om m wbtbs (md cwmtidmce mriRVAiis) 

ON HE WIDE RMGE ACmMmmT TIST-HSADniG SUBTMT 
FOR DIAOifOSTlC-P^cmTIVE OTIIDOT 
ORADiS WO TTODUGH SIX, 1974-75 
BECTIHJ PRE MD mD-XMm TKTffifGS 



95$ Conftdence Diterval 
of the Awrage Gain 

5.90 - 10,42 
5.61- 9.95 
3-59 - 8,19 
3.84 - 10.77 
3.53 - 8.54 



From Table 11 it can be seen that at eveiy grade IbycI (two through sia) 
the crltarlon of five months of growth has baen met and surpasfed. Thm average 
gains for the Wide Range Achieveinent Test - Raadlog Siibtest, Level I imnge from 
5«89 Mntha of ^wth at grade four to 8,16 raonths of growth at grade two. 

Aa Inspection of the confldenee intervals shows overlap aaong all grades. 
Thifl ladieates that there are no statistically slgQifioant dlffereacea among the 
five frotps in average gain in months on the Wldt tonge Achlevenent Test - Rtad- 
ing Subtest, Level 1. 



Grmde N 



Average G^ji am Months 



2 19 8.16 

3 a 7.78 

4 53 5.89 

5 26 7,31 

6 26 6.04 
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In additioE, it oan be said 'Uiat the averag© in grades two and tteea 
statistically Bijplfloantly tTOeaded thm ejected pwth (notei ths co^ldiECi 
istarmls do not InoliMa StO aontha) . ^kewlio, it oas be said that the 
a¥©raf e gaixi In grades fow^ flTe, aad six did not itatlstlcally alpilflaantljr 
ascaaed the Bsqpeotad growth (notes the confideaea iatervmls do incliide 5»0 
Months) • 

BASIC SIGHT TOCABUL^Y SKILIS OF DIAOraSTIC-P^CRIPirVE CHIIBRm 

AS mAsmm by tie dolot 230 ww ust 

In October^ 1974 the Doloh 220 Woi^ Liat was adadsiistaTad to all ieccnd 
throi^h sixth grade ohildren partlaipating in the Dla^ostlc-Presoripti'^e Pto- 
grasi again as part of the pratest read^g battery, to March, 1975 the Dolch 
220 >ford list was again atodslitarad to a eai^la of Diagaaostic^Prasoripti'^e 
children in the folloving ectools i Janes, Idacolai Garfield, Bull, and Franklini 
A total of 165 ahlldren in grades two throi^h six wto reeai^ T^th pre and mid- 
year testa cosprisad tha easple on vhich the analyses are hased, 

Dolch 220 Word^Iiat oonsiats of fl^e lists 1 Pre-Prlror, Primer, Ust 1, 
List 2, and List 3* The test was ad^niaterad to e¥ery child bj ^giming with 
tha Pra-Pr^i®r Idst and eontiniiing on from one list to another imtil tha child 
nada t«a conseautiTe errors. At that point, testing was diseontinuad and those 
words not administered were comted as errors. Rag^ta weTS reported ^ mjnber 
of words eorraot for each list as well as total number of words coireat from a 
pOBsibla 220 for diagnoatio work with each child. 

Tha first analysis oonsisted of calculating the areraga nuB^er of words 
correct and Mnfldenoe In'ter^ls for each grade (two tlu^ough six) for pre and MA^ 
testing. Table III shows the aTewgs nm^er of Dolch words correct (and confidtnee 
intermls) by gmim for pre bxA nld-year testings. 
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TABIfl III 

PRE JND KCD-YEAR lOLCH WORD (230) TKT RESULTS- 

KimmE wmmm op mm mmMm {jm oovmmm isTmrm) 

FOR DIAmOSriC-PRKCRCTTITE ClfflBRBr 
QRADM TTO ^TOTOH SO, 1974-1975 





St 


Pretest-October, 1974 
2 95% C.I, 


ffid-TeBt-March,1975 
2 95$ 0,1. 


Cha3Bge 


2 


19 


95 


72 - 117 


170 


149 - 190 




3 


a 


161 


144 - 17fi 


196 


184 - 208 






53 


198 


189 - 206 


209 


205 - 214 




5 


26 


206 


199 - 212 


212 


208 - 216 




6 


26 


205 


200 - 211 


209 


205 - 214 








CO at 


the ,05 le-^el or 


tejrond. 







Insptetloa of the eoafldence Intermls reTaalf a statistically slgniflaaiit 
increase i» mem number of Doloh words corriet fron pre to mia-year testings for 
grades two mA three, -^though the mnngm mmher of Dolch vords eoirect in- 
creased from pre to aid-teitlBf for grades four, fiw, and six, the Inereaae did 
mt reach the .05 level of slgnifiaaace fop these gwdes. 

It ii i^rtant to note that the Mudmm score on the Dolch Word list is 
220 words. In this School District, ehlldren wto are aakinf nonnal progress in 
the deTelopnent of reading skins are ej^eoted to toow all the wrds on the 
Dolch 220 Wori Ust by the coalition of the second grade. Consequently, the 
largest galas should ocsur, in thi lower grtdes. It is not sinprlsing then, that 
the galiis mada im pmdes four, five, and six are not statlitically aignlficant, 

A gentraUy accepted orlterion for nastery in •reading skills as well aa for 
other sehool-related eoBpeteneles is 90^ mastery. The aTerage nunber of Doleh 
words correet for the fourth, fifth, and sljrth grade groijps Mets this criterion 
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of 90? mstery (198 words correot) and im^sses it» The range is fren 198 
MorAm corrset (90$ siasttiy) at gn&m four to 206 words correct (94^ mptaiy) 
at grade fivBm On the mid*t©et the avarag© number of Doloh vordg oorrect for 
the fourth and sixth ^ad# groins reaches 9556 matery (209 words correct) while 
tho fifth grads grov^p reaohsi 96$ mateiy (212 TOrda coi^ot), 

A saoond aiaal^li of tht Dolch 220 Word Hat Test restilti oonsiit^ of 
eategorizing peroent of maat#ry for the seMnd and third gi^de groijps on both 
pra and mid-year tests. Table TT shows the categories of maatery and tie dis* 
trlbutionB of second and Uiirf grade Diagiiostlc^ftreaerlptive ohildran for pre 
mM mid-rear Doloh 220 Word Idst Test resulta. 

TABLE IV 

piKCMT umma of dolch 220 mm ubt 

FOR DIAaJOSTIC^PRKCRIPTrVE CHILDMf, 1974-1975 
GRADES TWO iND TSBM FOR PRE MD MID-TEM TKTDTCa 



le 2 Grade 3 

Pretest wad-Test Pretest Mid-Teit 
W _ % N % li % n % 



B^lw 10^ 1 5.4* * 1 2.J^ - . % 

Fwer thas 22 words correct 

I0%fn 5 26.3 * ^ 2 4.9 1 2,4 

22-65 vordi corroct 

30^9$ 5 26.3 3 15.8 5 12.2 1 2.4, 
00-109 vorda eoireet 



50$-69$ 4 21.0 3 15.8 6 U.6 3 

110-153 vords correct 



7,3 



^ 21.0 6 31,6 ■ 15 36.6 5 12.3 

154-197 vordi correct 

90% or greater « - 7 36,8 12 29.3 31 75.6 
19^220 words correct 

Total 19 100.0% 19 100.0^ 41 100.0^ 41 100.0$ 



154 

-143- 



For th© Sicoad grade gro^ it can be mm from Table CT that on the pretest 
six children (31,7^) attained 29% maatiry or less while on the mid-taat no second 
gradew Wirt ^ this oata^iT^, At the upper md of tht ieeond gr^e dlitrlb-utlon, 
Som- children (21,0$) aeMered msteiy of 70^ or tetter on the Dolch 220 Word 
IdBt on the pretest whll© thirteen children (68»4W eohievad master of 70?l or 
bttt^r on the mid— teat • 

A aluiilar pattern is evident for the third ^tde group. On the pretest 
three third ga^trs (7*3%) attolned 29$ m&tBtj or lesa while on the mid-teit 
one third grader (2.4$) was ±a this oategpi^* At the iipper end of the third 
gMde dlatributloii| ^eaty-seven chlldr«i (65 •9^) achieved raastery of 70$ or 
better on the Dolch 220 Word Mat pretest while thlrt^-iix children (87*9$) 
achieTed aaatery of 70$ or better on the ^d^tast. 

In the second grade gro-y^ no child aohlSTed 90$ master or ^eater on thQ 
Dolch 220 Vord List pretest while sevm children (36,8$) actdeved 90$ Bastaiy 

or ^ater on the aild^test. ^ the third grade groip tvelve ohlltoen (29*3$) " 

achieTed 90$ masta^ or greatar on the pretest while thirty-one children (75,6^) 
acMsTed ^$ maiteiy or greater on the mid^tegt* 

mLDiNG oolffRaiaJsiaN sKiLis OF DiACMOSTic-^pRffiORipTiOT miwim 

AS MEASURED BY TBB WOODCOCK HMDTOG MASTERY TESTS - 
WOID COMP^MSION AND PASSAGE WW^mmSim SOTTESK 

^ In NoTOmbart 1974 the Woodcock Readinf Hfestery Tests , Form A ware adMnis tared 
to aU Uiird gr^t children enrolled in the Dla^atlc-PrescrtptiYe Iteading Pro- 
grattt SsTenty third graders vera tag ted | thirtian non-public school childran 
and flfty-sevm public ichool children, Th^ Woodeoclc Reading Ifeitery Testa is 
an indlTldmlly atoiniitered dia^ostia rerting teat appropriate for kinder^rten 
through grada -b^al'n. The co^lete Imtteiy aonaists of the fiTO sidjtssts of 
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r«ttar Identification, Word Identification, Word Atta<?k» Wort Co^rehension, 

and Passage Coaqjreheaslon Skills, to addition, a total reading score my be 

obtaljied 1^ conhlalng the resulta of the five subteata, 

la ^ohs 1^5 the Voodooek Readijig ttoate^ Teata « Word to^rehenslon and 

Paaaage CoB^rehenaion Subteata were administered to those public setool third 
^sdeps still eoroiled ia the DiagnoatiQ-Prascrlptive RoadiDg PTOgram. The 
Word CQE^reheaflloc and Paseage CoBprehension Subtests were chosen to assess 
Diagaoatio-^escriptive ohlldrm'a ehajigee in reading coi^reheBaion skills be- 
causa ft high priority is placed reading oo^rehensioa skllla in the 
Dla^ositlc-Prescriptive Headlnf Prograa aa veil as throtifhout the entire School 
Die trie t» Pre and jaid-year aoorea of forty-nine ohlldran ware awllable for 
analy»la» 

The initial aDalysls of Woodcock Reading t&stery Tests results oonaiatai of 
ealmiiftting grade sgulTOlent Man scores and eonfldanoe intemtls for the Word 
CoHprehettaion and Passage CoB^jrehe 

the pre rad nia-teati. Table V shows Uie grade equiwlent means and confidence 
intermia for pre and mid-year testings on the Word Oon^rehenalon and Passage 
Con^reliiBaion Subtests for the forty-nine third giadera. 

PRE IQD-YMR WOODOOOK RIADOTO lOSTimr TmT R^UITS 

worn OTiffRmMsioN mo passaoi roMP^rasOT auBTKK 

ffiADE EQUlVAmT IMS Jm ^PIDHJCE WtWrMB 
FOR THIRD GRADE DIAarOSTIC-PRKCRimVE CH1U3OT, 1974-1975 



Pretest-Wovember, 1974, Itta«Tea t-ffarch, 1975 
SirttMt N X 95$ C.I. X 95% CI. Change 

ilord 49 1,88 1.74 - 2,01 2.33 2,13-2.54 * 

ComprflheJiBlon 

Passage 49 2.23 2.14 - 2.31 2.50 2.36 - 2.63 • 

Conprehi^jiaion 



*^ioat»8 slgnlfioance at the .05 lerel or beyond. 

ERIC 156 



Tjiapeotion of the confidence intervals from pre to rndd-testlngs reveals 
no overlap for both Word Con^jrehenslon and Passage Con^rehension. This mms 
that there is a atatlatically slgMficant increase in mean scores from pre to 
mid-teats for this thiM grade group in both word and passage oomprehension 
sMlls as naaaiired by the Woodcook Reading mBtmry Tests. 

A second analysis ooBSisted of eon^jutlng the average gain in months (and 
confidence intei^ls) on the Woodcook Reading Ifesteiy Tests - Wort Comprehension 
aM Paasage Con^jrehsnsion Subtests for the thiM grade gronp from pre to mid- 
year testing, ThiB infonaatlon is shora in Table VI. 

TiBLE VI 

A7ERAGE GAM IN MONTirS (MD CONFDDaiCE INTERVAIs) 
m TOE WOODCOCK READmO MASTro TffiT 
mm COMPRIHMSION AND PASSAGE COlffRaOTSOT SUBTESTS 
FOR mim GRADE DIAafOSTIC-PRSBCRIPTrVE CHlIBRaj 

1974-1975, Bwmm vm mD jgd-year tistdigs 



„ , , ^ „ , 95^ Confidence Interval 

Subtest H Average Sain In tenths of the Avtrage Gain 



Comprehension -i-*-^ - 3.o/ 



Passage 49 2.67 

Cosprehflns ion 



1.S7 - 3.4E 



The criterion of growth for Diagnostic-Prtsoriptlve children's reading 
eoi^rehension skills is normal p^wth, i.e., one month of growth for each month 
in the program. The time be^een pre and mid-year testings on the Woodcock 
Reading Jtaste:^ Tests was fow months, 'therefore, four months of growth would 
be noceaaary in order to achieve the criterion. 
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From Table VI it can be seen that the third grade group with m average 
^da of 4»55 aonttia haa Mt tto criterion of foiir monti^' growth in the area 
of word co^rshesalon skiUa as aaaewtd by the WoM (bnprahengion Subtest of 
tha Woodaoek Raadlng Mastery Teets* In the area of pasgage co^rehenslon^ how- 
0VBTf the tMrd gm&m fwiip^s aTOrage gain of 2*67 months does not B^et the 
qidterion ©f fom* montha' growth. 

An inBE^otion of the Gonfldmee inte^mle ihowi overlap bei^een the two 
stibtests. TMa Indicates that thsr© is no atatlstically lipiif leant differenGe 
between the growth in the two areas* 

In addition, it can be said that the average gate in word TOn^rehenaion did 
pot atatiatioalljr sdpalficantly exceed the e^^eot^ ^wth (notei the oonfldenoe 
interval does inolnd© 4»0 montha)* Mkawise^ it oan be said that the aveimge 
gain in paasage co^rahenaion was statistical^ signifiMBtly below the e^^eted 
growth (note: the oD^ldenoe dnterrol doei not inolndi 4,0 months). 

The Woodoook^adijig tfa^ have tha added featm^es of a star^rd 

acore tam^ the achle^smenit ind©:^ and a maateiT^ score Imsed on the achleTement 
IMex. The achiewmemt index oay be saro^ a paaitivs number, or a negative 
atM56r, M achievement index of aero Indioatea that Uia ohlW a achlavement is 
average for his grade lev^l* A negative achda^^ent Index indioates that the 
child's achieVOTent im below average for his gimde level, while a positive 
achievement IMex tadicates that the child's achievement is above average for 
his grade level . The relative magt^ry score whioh is obtained from the achleva- 
mmt index indicates th^ pr^icted mastery when a child Is given readii^ tasks 
that the average stiadTOt at the child «i grade level ooiald perform with 90^ mstery* 
Ttm mastery scale i^ges from 0 to 1^% with an achievefflent index of 0 eqml to 
90^ mastery* 
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The final analj-sls of the Woodcock BmUxig Mastery pre md nid.year tests 
was carried out mlMg the meaa achievement Indicfta and correaponding naateiy 
Baorss for the third grade grovp for the Wojrd Co^yehenBlon and Passage Co^re- 
Iwnaien Subtests. Table 711 show the achiweMnt index mm scores (and oon- 
fidenea inteirTOla) as well as the corresponding naBtery scores for the third 
p»de groT^. 

TABLE VII 

PRE m MID-YEAR WOODCOCK READDIG mBVmi Tmn RESUHIS 

ACHiEvag^T mom mm soork, raNFiDiNCE mmWAis, iiro master scork 

FOR THIRD GRADE DIAafOSTIC-PRECRIPTXVE OHIIDRIH, 1974^1975 



Pretest md-Test 
q + M Achiejemtot lately Achievement Ifestery 
S-ttbtest H T^Bx 95% CI. Score todex 95% CI. Score 

!!°*^ , . ^9 -31 -36 -.25 23? ^2 ^6.-18 45$ 

Coi^rehenBioa ^-''^ 

|*®«*Se : 49 -23 ^^6--ao 42? -20 -24 - -17 50« 



An inspection of the conridence intermls show overlap from pre to mid- 
teatlngs for both the Word Co^reheBslon and Passaf# Co^rehension Subtests, 
TMa ladicates that there are no statlsticaliy slgairicant differences in the 
achievement index scares from pre to Md-year tests on both the Word Conprehenaion 
md Passage Conprehension Subtests of the Woodcook Reading ttosteiy Tests. 

Froo Table VII it can be seen that the third p^e groMp progressed from a 
oasteiT score of 23$ in the pretest to a maste^ty amm of 45$ on the mid-test m 
the area of word conprehension sMUs. In the are® of passage eon^jrehenslon 
aldils the third grade groi^ profwss^ from a pretest matery score of 42$ to a 
midwtest Baate^ score of 50$. 
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Til© mmja aoMo^SMnt indiotp Mer» ^^mmintd in order to identify the relative 
degreea of deficiency of the third p^dt gro^ in word conrpr'ihemion and ^saage 
ao^r©henaio» on both the pre md wiA^ymic teats ^ (k^m^TlBom wr© based on a 
claaeificatlQa of r©adinf aohieT^wnt from th« Woodcock Reading Teat ItaiiaJ. pre- 
grated in Tabl© 7111 below i 



IMI^- VIII 
I^IS OF K2AnDI& ACHimiOTTl 



LsTel of AoMiTTOEisnt 


Aahievement Index 


RelatiT© teit©^^ 


Vary Stipeidor 


430 auod aboTe 




Si^erioi' 


^20 to ^ 


99$ 


Atoire ATerag© 


410 to 419 


m to 98^ 




-09 to 409 


7W to 96$ 


Mildly Dafioient 


-^19 to ^10 


51$ to 75? 


McMierately Dsfloiint 


-29 to -20 


Zm to 5Q% 


Severaly D©ficltnt 


-30 and below 


25% or. leas 



^Baaed on a refeswae valiie of 90$ maatary at an aqW.eTement index of zero, 
^pro^doate valvm (more than 99,5$}* 
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tiling the classification categortes of Tabls VIII to categoriae the grov^p 
aehiaTenient indices reported in Ta"bla ?I1 one finds that th« thil^ graj&e group 
a«in aehieveiaent index of -31 on the pretest would classify tMa frot^ as 
se^rerly defieient in. word oo^reheasion reading akills. An aqblevaaent la&mn 
of ^2 would place this amm grovtp Hi the aoderately deficient o«tegoiy on the 
Bid-test. In fhm area of passage con^reheaalon skills, aohi«TOEwat iMices of 

iMapted from Richard W. Woodoook, yoodcock Reading Maataw Teatg M amml . 
AMrtoan Guidanc© Sendee, Inc., Circle Piiiea, manesota, 197|, 
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-23 on the pretwt m& -20 on the mid-test would place this group in the 
modeimtely d«f4oiBtt.t catep»ry at points, 

msmDCTioKAi 'm mmpWDmT w^mmG mmis of DiAajosTic-pR^cRiPTivE chimrsh 
M' mmmm by im spacto DiAafosTic READmo soiam 

Icngitijada*! eonpariaons for present fourth and fifth graders who partici- 
pated In the 1973«1974 Diapioatic-Prescriptive Reading Program are presented in 
this seetioji of the ri^ort. 

The ewlmtion ieBi^ include plans fop a lon^tudinal co^arison of 
developineni of readiag skllla for th ne children who participated in the 1973-1974 
Diagnoatic«.?r©8eriptlv8 ■Pvo-^am, These children had received the oo^lete Spache 
Diagnostic dmMm Scaes in Fehruaiy. 1974 (when the program ba^) as a pretest 
Md In Maj of im aa a post teat. The orlgiml plM was to post test in 
1975. 

HowQwr, thft Woodcock HMdi^ matery Tests ^^1^^ to these "~ 

children la Pehiroy af 1975 aad would be administer^ again aa an and-of-year 
post test. Xn order to a^id two rather long individual testlag seBsions at about 
ttie saae tli», tho doclalon was made to gather the Spache data at the time of 
Interim testini. 

Of the ttlghty^nlne children with Spache test scores in FebruMr and May of 
1974, and serviced by the 1973-1974 Wapw a tic -Prescriptive Program, forty-fiTG 
continued to h& serviced during the 1974-1975 school yew. Thirty-eight of 
these children ro««lrad the Spache Dia^Btio Reading Scales in l&roh of 1975. 
Th0 results of thi.s analysis are depicted In Table IX, . 
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TABLE IX 



SPA^ DIAOIOSTIC RlAD]mG TEST SroRK m GR^E EQtJIVAIillTO 
TIffiEE 5/74, 3/75 

PRKMT GRADE 4 5 STODMM 

armLLm m titim i DiA(mosTic-pRKCRipTivi reading program 



InatruetloDfll RaadiBg Level ^apei^ent Raading laval 
N X C.I. X 9^^0.1, 



PresiSiit Gi^de 4 
















2/74 


23 


2,54 


2.16 


- Z,92 


3.10 


2.63 


- 3.56 


5/74 


23 


3.00 


2,69 


- 3.32 


3.49 


3.19 


- 3.79 


3/75 


23 


3.72 (a)(b) 


3.36 


- 4.08 


4.36Ca)(b) 


4,08 


- 4.64 


Preaeat Orad© 5 
















2/74 


15 


3.06 


2.65 


- 3.48 


3.49 


3.17 


- 3.S2 


5/74 


15 


3.23 


2,71 


- 3.75 


3.79 


3.35 


- 4.23 


3/75 


15 


3.99(o) 


3.53 


- 4.46 


4.47(a) 


4.0? 


- 4.87 



{a)Praaent grade 4- signlfle^t ehange from 2/74 to 3/75. 
(bpreaeBt grade 4- si^ifieaot ctonge from 5/74 to 3/75. 
(c)Pr«8OTt grade 5- si^lficant chMge froo 2/74 to 3/75, 



^ere are three min reMing capabilities Maaured by the Spacha Diapioetic 
ReadiHf Seales, They progress in order so that the first is oonaiderea hawJost 
for the attden-te to pass^ the second less difficult, «d the third the least 
aiffic?at. The first reading level is the iastruotLonal leval , 'Die child reads 
geaO.^, paragimphs alcad aM is asked queBtions about them. The mmh&T of errors 

^ gjsl-re^Aag and in wtprehensioB determiaes whether the child paaees or 
failfl at that grade level. When the ohild fails a seleetion, the next aeleotloa 
U preswit^ for Ma to read silently,. Thm child must answer oonprehension 
q-UsstloBS about this selection, and passes at each grade level when ho respondB 

162 

o -151- 
ERIC 



correctly to 60$ of th© questions. The highest .a^lection the ohild pisses in 
this naimei'^ exprmsaei to pmde equimlont, deteiwlnes the Indapendant le^l . 
VJhen a child falls the ooj^rahaaslon queBtions in Hlmt readinf , the tester 
then reads the nest seleotiona to the child mtil the point at vhich the cbUa 
fiUls in Go^rohenslon, Tha highest point at whleh the child passes the 
comprehension quastlona vhm read to is called tha potential level . If the 
child cannot pass at a hi|h9r level with each new wode of prtBentation, the 
potential level may be th» aaM as the independent level, the independent laval 
may be the same as the InatTOotional level, or hotli higher levels may collapea 
to the ins time tional lewl^ 

These three meaanres repreaent an atten^st to waswe reading oo^rehensioji 
and give direction to the reading teacher regarding the appropriateness of 
certain instructional mat'ftrtals to be used with iRdlvAdual children. Data are 
reported for the instructloioal and independent lewis of the Spache Diagnostic 
Readi^ Scales. 

From Table EC it can be seen that in t»th the present fourth and fifth 
grade gro-apa there were tto atatlstioally significant gains aade in either ih« 
instructional reading level or the independent peaaiag level from February to 
^Say of the 1973-1974 propm year, Statlstloally ©Ignifiettnt chsugew la the 
present fourth grade oaaw betwien tha FebruaTy, l^^i and March, 197S, and the 
May, 1974. and March, 1975 tea tings for both the imtniotional anf independent 
readiag levels. For the psmmt fifth gmde group, »tatlaticaily slgniflcact 
changes occur between the Ptthruary, 1974 and the Iteoh, 1975 testing periods for 
these same variables. 

It is l^rtaat to not© from Table IX that ohiMren in present grade four, 
who on the average were nlna and one-haLf months dafioient at the beginning of 
the program in grade three In Febaruary of 1974 (gwtd© placement at time of teatini 



equals three aad oaft-half), in instructloBal roadiaig lavel, i»ds twelve nwnfhs' 
^wth in less tJian ©Ibtmi nontha in tit progr^ md sehool, TMe ■wcnad 
mt haTO boea predlc-fcgd for these cbiWren. 

Idkaviie, It eaa ^ mtmA ehiiareii In pTeient grade fivsj who oa the 
aTBimfe were foittteaB aad mm-bB,2f noa-ths defleleat at the b*ginnlnf of the 
PTOfram ia feur la Vmhvmry of xm ^ lastruetlonal rmiim It-rel, made nine 

aad onfr-half mnihrn* growth li leBa than elrvOT aoaths la tht progim mM. school, 

Thm growth of thise oWldrtn In readlni, as msasuT^ by the Spaehe DiagBOB- 
tdc ^adlag Smlms, had hew about o»e^half of a nooBth per mntb In school prior 
to thedr InTOlTranent in tha piofimm, plus atteBdiflf sctool, 

S^lM'^Sw ^th gxadas l*i IMepeirfent reading le-wl «aa be noted from 
Table IX^ 



164 

I 

-153- 



Conclusions 

The pwpoBS of tho interim testinf was to pwvlde prellmiaaiy liiaieei of 
the STOoess of the trea-taent OTer a relatlv»ly ahort period of timB. There- 
fore, the conolwioni nuat be considered .t«itative at this point In time, 

2a the area of vopd reco^tloa sklUs as tteasur^ by the Vide ^ige A.ohlere- 
tttnt Test - Headiflg Subtest, Level I wid the Doleh 220 Word Mst stotlstlcally 
slpilflc^t p«wth TOs aohleved la grades two aad thrie. The oriterdon of 
f ITO months of growUi as es^ected ^wth was iwt and sTa^ssed at aU. gn&B 
le-rels tested on the Wide Bangm ^hleveiMnt TeBt, The groins of ohildren M 
grades two throuffh aix are progresBlnf accorilng to es^ectation and b^ond ex- 
peetatlons In the aeTOlopaent of woi^ reeo^tlon gkllls. 

In the area of reading con^rehenaloii skills as msmavrmd. by the Woodcock 
Reading Ifaste:^ Tests, the third p^e pilot groi^ In^roved slpilficaiitly in 
both word and passage co^rehension ajcllls from pre to aid-testing. The crlterlo/i 
of fow fflonths of exacted growth ws met by this groi^ for woid oonprehenaien 
sklUs biit not for passage eo^rehenslon skilla. At the tine of pretestint the 
the third grade geovp showed a p«de equlralent nean score for word soi^reheiisloa 
three and one-hOf nonths below that of passag* ooi^rehensioo, iad-t«st resTilts 
showed a gxade equivalent mmii score for word cojpr«l»nslon 1.7 months below 
that of pasBage co^rehinalon, 

3h« progress of present fourth and fifth gradera as a groi^ Is highly en- 
coiOTging ai meaawed longltiidiaally on the Spache Diagnostio Readdag Seales; 

Th€8f result seem to indicate that the school and prog^ haw been suocess- . 
ful in their efforts to remediate the defloleacieB of these children as a groi^. 
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APPENDIX 0 

OBSERVATION 01 TITLE I DriSNOSTIC-PRmORIP'riTO nvmm^ 



In its coftttnuing evaluation of tlie Dlagnostlc-Prtscripti^e Prop'am, per- 
sonnel of the DapartBent of Reatarch and Development made vlslta to ^1 U D-P 
Centers, ^ht individual stsBion to be obsBi^ed ateach center warn randomly 
ielected. k guide for the observation was devised. The 11 centers were visited 
May 19-23, 1975. 

Stmmary of Eeaults 

1*0- ^° ohildTen arrive on time and read^ to work? 

Nfmber Percent 

8 72.71 
No 2 I8.a 

Not Observed i 

Total ai 100.0$ 

In appToxiaatelF 73% of the aeSBioas observed, the ohlldren either arrived 
p^omptljr aloae or vere picked vp ^ the aide. After aone light eonveraation 
and a few transitional aetivitieB, they began work. In 18% of the aeaaiona ' 
observed, the children did not arrive on time. After sone deliberation, Md 
several minutes into the seision, the aide made the decision to coUect them. 
In one instance, the aide comented that if the children do not arrive on time the 
office is contacted to detemlne whether the child is absent. If not absent, 
the clasaroM teacher is contacted. In one case the observer was delved and 
could not obsarve the arrival aotlvity. 
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2. What areas are covered, and approxijaately nuoh tlaie is spent on each 
area? 

The specific areas oovarad and time devoted to each area differed, of 
eoiffse, with taoh session. Some pattertis, hovever, did emerge i 

Approxinate Time pBrcent Ho. of Sessions 
Spsait on Araa of in Which Area 
Areas Co^flred In ^antitea Total Tine Was Covered 



Passags CompTehension 13 . 7 45.756 

Word Attack , 4,0 Ijjj 

Word Rieognition 100 33*3 

Vowtls 17.5. 58-3 

Sequencing 5.0 16.7 

Story Writing 15,0 

Dolch Words 12. 5 
Contractloni 



8 

13.3 2 
Z 
3 
1 

50.0 1 

a, 7 2 

21» ? 3 



Vocahulary 5 ^ 

Senteace Strijcture 7,5 25,C 2 

Punctuation 5,0 ig^^ ^ 

Railing Words 5,0 i^'^j j 

Corapovmd 'Woius • 5,0 16,7 £ 

The method mmA in teaching the abovs areas -earled considerably f-pom sesilon 
to seiBion. LeT?el of diffieulty and tlms spent on each area 'garlea mox^g ihe 
sessions. Sevens-three percent of the aldis (eight of eleven) ohBervid dwoted 
on the average 46$ of the time vorkiiig on passage comprehension j three of the 
eleven aides devoted 011 the average 5S% of the time during the session to teaching 
vowol sounds J two of the eleven aides devoted 42$ of the time to Uolch Words | two 
of the eleven aides spent one-third of tha time on word recognition, etc. 
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3. Is instouctlori IMl^idu^l^gd for eaoh ohlld?' 

Nittnbey Poroent 
tmB n 100,0^ 

Total n 100.0^ 

In all oasts, Instruotten seemtd Indi^ldu^lged for each abildp fr&movLp^ 
tion sheets ware detailed, ;wlth frequent sntolea* When there was more than onm 
child in the center, it was noted that ths ohildren all worked at diff $ri»t 
acti^itisa. 

4« Does leaaon appear appra^iate for eaoh child? 

Kfumhsr Percent 

Yea n 100.0^ 

No ^ 0,0 

Total n 100. 0^ 

The prescriptions for each child ar© bas^ ©n Indi-^idual dlagnoBas, As ^e 

child progfBBmn, preicrlptlDas are updated* None of the ahildran ohnmr^^ seamed 

to ha hailing difficulty with ths material on which they were working* 

5. Im thi aide able to utilize and operate instruotional m*^ia? 

Nianber Percent 

3 27*3^ 
No 0 0,0 

Not Obaery^ Q 72,7 

Total 11 100,0^ 

Sai^entjr-tta-ae percent of the aides were not observed using ins truoti ©rial 

media. The 27^ who did use inatructlonal media dT^lng the session aewed to 

trtlli^e and operate the media well, 
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6, Is positive reiiiforaement used? 

Nupber Percaat 

les 10 90, 9^ 

i 9.1 

Total 11 100,0$ 

In the 91^ of the sessions where positiva relnforoenient was uaed, 60^ of 
the time the relnJorceniant was -verbal: "irasf, "That's ftiie", "Good work"! Forty 
peraent of the time the aides were observea giving itickers, stars , etc., for 
. work aceompliehed. 

7. Does the aids en.coin'age the child? 

Nimber Pfrgetit 

res 8 72.7$ 

No _X. 27.3 

Total n lOO.Oj 

In 73$ of the sissiona obaerved, the aide did enooitrage the child with 

eoBmants such as the following i "I know you om do that, you did that one yes- 

terday"! "Beautiful'' j nou have no trouble with this" I ^snty-seven percent of 

the aides did net enooin'age the child during the obetrved session. 

8. Does the aide coBBaiaiicate ejcpeetatlons to the child? (Does the child have 
a clear understai^lng of what's e:^ected of him/her?) 

Ntmbar Faroeiit 

Sea 11 100,01 

No _o_ J,0 

lotml 11 100.0$ 

In all of the. oases observed, the children aeemed to ha-^e a very good under- 
standing of the aidt's es^ectatlons and displayad appropriate behavior. 
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9« B^'laf general unpressloa stMia^. 

AXl of th« centers visited seamed yery well organised » RappDrt among 
D*P teaohar and aldts seemed eawelltnt in mest Qases. 

In all sesaions obierredp the sides rtferr^ to th© prMOription fom as 
they worked with the chlldran and ae-^eral made comenta on th© form dwing the 
eaaaloa M phaesi of the asslgnMnt were Qempleted. Aidae were suooassfii in 
getting fcha ohlldreii to cooperate Md to rtspond. In a^xo^ately half of the 
centers ^l^ited, rapport between child and aide mmmB& adequate j in approximately 
oiie--third It eould be □onsidered ©%oelltnt* ^ 

(^TOtmioation among D«P teachare and their aides sam^ excellent, although 
much of thB exchange does not appear lii their records* 

Reaorda 

Moiithly attendanoe record « school-^hDae eontaot. {^wine moat current 
record*) 

Complata? 

Kmber Percent 

^es 5 45.4^ 

No 3 27*3 

Mot Ai?ailabl0 27*3 

Total 11 100,0^ 

Up^to^^date? (From beginning of month to day prior to ^Islt*) 

NiMber Percent 

3 27.3% 
No 5 45*4 

Not Available 27.3 

Total 11 100,0^ 
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Forty-'fi'^e pereent of the moflthly attendance raoords examined were camplete 
27$ were a^allabl©, t at Incomplstei and 27% wr© not available (at home, coiad 
not be foimd). Of the five compltte monthly attendanGe reoorda, thret were up- 
te^date* 

loT child observed indicate i 

Nmbar of times aide oontaoted elasiroom teacher* 

Number of Nimber it Percent of Aides 

Contact a NTOber Percent 

0 4 36.3^ 

1 1 9.1 
Not Available 3 27.3 
Not Recorded 3 27,3 

Total 11 100,0% 

Number of times D-P teacher oontacttd claesrooni teacher. 

Nmber of Nmber & Pircent of D-P Teaohera 
Contacts Nimber Percent 

0 5 45*4% 

Not Available 3 27* 3 

Not Recorded 3 27,3 

Total U 100.0% 

In 55% of the seaalona observed, teacher contacts by aids and/or D-P teacher 

were either not recorded or the records were not available. Of the records 

exaaiaed, 80% indicated no claisreom teacher contaGt the aide and 100% of 

records examined indicate no olaasroom teacher contact the D-P taacher, 

Nimber of home contacts by D^p tiacher. 

Of the five records a-vailable for exsinlnation, all Indicated none of the 
D-P teachers had made home cont&ots* 
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Nmber of home eontacts aide. 

The number of home eontaots made by aides vwiei a great deals 60% of the 
fl^e aides who kept yacords made at leagt one home ^isit ill Uw^ preGadlng the 
obaer^ationi ^% made at leait one phone eall| 20^ at least one wrlttin comiimi- 
oatloni and 40^ at least one iohool vieit* Eighty percent of the aidea mde at 
iMBt one home oontaoti 60$ made 26-35. 

Totaj. number of stiMents with whom the aide works* 

Nraber of Children 
12 13 14 15 16 No Reoord Total 

Nmber 112 4 1 2 11 

Percent %1% 9.1$ 18.2$ 36.3% %1% IB.2% 100,0% 

How aJid where ara abstno^s rtcorded? 

Unified Attendanoe Form Mmeographid form Tptel 

Nmaber 6 5 21 

Percent ' 54*5$ 45*5$ 100,0$ 

Prescription Form 

(famine moat curriiit record j may also esOTnlne pre^inua reeordSi if 
available, ) • 

Pr^Eoription^: Liit dates on which prescriptions were written, begimiing with 
mo^t recent prascrlptiDn* 
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Diiitfta Preserlptions 



Wage Vfrltten Nimber and Parce<it. of Sesslona 



PreaerlPt ion Reaorded Ife faesayip-fclon Reaorded Total 

Nmber Fere ant l^mfeer Pereent Np , Jg 

5/75 6 54.6^ 5 45.4^ 11 100.0$ 

4/75 5 45.4 6 54.6 U 100. 0 

3/75 7 63.6 4 36.4 11 100.6 

2/75 6 54.6 5 45.4 11 100,0 

1/75 4 36.4 7 63.6 11 100.0 

12/74 3 27,3 8 72.7 11 lOO.O 

11/74 4 36.4 7 63.6 11 100.0 

10/74 3 27.3 8 72.7 11 100.0 



Approximately 55$ of the preaoription sheets ejwnined had prescriptions 
dated as reeently as May, At three centers, preacrtptlons eMimlnid were wittea 
mora than once a months but not neeessarily ayea^ month, Twenty-sevtn pareent of 
the records ejcamined had prescrlptloni dating back to October ^ 1974, Freaerlp- 
tion sheets at thrta conters had preacrlptionB Itattfl for eirery month, October 
.through Mty. (Two of the centers were opened in Petewary*)-' 

Aides* Qommentsi Are aide eoinmenti written fQiaowi«,g each session? 



Number Fg^en t 

Yes 9 BXM 
No ^ 

Total n 100.0$ 



J^ghty-two percent of the aides ■yiaited did ha-vei oommenta written following 
each seaslon. In several Instances cominents were v&rjr detailed accounts of what 

if i 

tranapiPed durijig the session. 



Do aide comments include 1 



a. Percent of correct responses? 



Number 



Xes 6 
No _^ 

Total 11 



PfifOjnt 



MM 
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In slightly btfer half of the aeisiona, aides included ptrceat of correet 
responses in the aides' coaments, 

b, Reactloas of child to the task^ 

yes ' . 5 45*4$ 

Total U 100.0$ 

In sllghtljf leas than half of the aesBlons, aides did record «JOd/or connent 
on the child <s reactions to the task at Mm, Often these oo»eiits were quite 
detailed sai^ lengthy. 

c. Motl-?ational beha-giors effeotl'we with the child? 

irober Feroent 

yes 2 18.2$ 

81.8 

Total 11 100.0$ 

■ " Generally- the aide commenta did not indicate the raotlvatlonal behaviors 
effactive with the child, however, BBveral aides and D-P teBchai-© revealed that 
this typm of inforination was noted the Ihf teacher as she o"ba»rved the session 
or was eonunimieated to the B-P teacher dwiag Infonnal sessiona with the aides. 
It should be noted that the resom*ae t«aoh©r in this program 1$ im the center 
daily (with one ©wception) and has an opportunity to obtain mA wflehange infor- 
mation with the aides as needed. 
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Dees the prenorlptlon »heat msrvm the pwpose of i 

a. T^o^mf qommmication between aide and D-F ttacher? 

K yiber Pereent 
6 54.6^ 

Totfc^. 11 100,0$ 

b, Two'^way coroiraicatlon between aide or D-P teacher and pitt'ant? 

Nmiber Percent 

Xm 3 27,3^ 

72,7 

ToWL 11 100.0$ 

In A5% of tto saaaioni observed, the ]^#sorlptl©n sheet did nat aerv© as 
a tvre-way ocmmtQmtxon^. (Please see nawative abo-^e.) Twenty-seven pereent of 
the prescription ^hmtB oovlA be eDnsldered a two-way oormsmiioatlon between D-^P 
personnel and pa^eat. 

How often doef th^ K^P teaoher work Inaiifidu^ly with each child? 

Frequenoy of Ittujividwtl Work D-P Teaohera 

With Chlldraa, by n^P Taaohsr Hiamper ^ Percent 

Once a wask 1 9^1% 

Once par weeks 2 18 ] 2 

Onoe n month 1 9*1 

Beginning of progrim 1 g*! 

When aidip Is abient ' 2 18 ! 2 

Not often ^ m sanded 3 27 2 

Tatal 11 100,0^ 

ApproJClmately 37$ of the D-P teaohars indiaated they worked Individually 
with eooh ohlia «t lew* onoe a month, 27% Indicated they worked with Indlvldml 
ehildren as needed. 
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How of ten does D^P ttaoher work wl«i small groups of children? 

Ff^quaney of Work Nmber & Percent of feaoh^^ra 



With Sm^l GroTOS 


NiMbar 


Percent 


4; ^"^4 It 11 it HB5 4k 


1 




Onoa a week 


2 




0mm a month 


1 




Oooaalonally 


5 




None 


1 




Whan ^dea are absent 


1 




Total 


11 





About half of the teachera indicated they worked with smril grov^^ of 
ohUdTTO ooeftiionaUy, 36% worked with small grot^a at least once a mottth. 

How often does D-P teacher ohBrnvm and aaaiit aide Working with an individual 
child? 

Fraquancy Obeerving & . 

Assisting Aide Working Nmber & Percent of T^aohwa 

V$r%h Indl?ldu^ Child Nmber Faycant 

' Sa^eral tiJaes a day 3 27. 335 

Waakly (^th four children oiiy) 1 9*1 

ITot oftan 1 g.l 

When program began 1 9»1 

' ^'*riieedad-~-^^ M^^^^^^ 

total 11 100.035 

Ai^roidjaataly half of the teachers indicated they observed ^id aaiilated thi 
aides wo^'king with an indimdual child ae oftw as thalr aaalstimce was, need ad ^ 
Z7% ob^ar^ad and assisted the aides aevaral timaa a day* 
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.■APMDIX B 

oBsiRyATKa? mm tosito cokditcted 

W TEE TIf U I DIAgl OaTiC-PHESCRgTrro PfeQHAM 

As part of iti proeesi jnonitoying plme for the Title I Pla^ostio-PiH-uerip- 
tiv© ^grMi, peraonBBl of the Departesat of leaearch md. nevoloptaent obierved 
five home -rtaits with the iBstruotlomsa aides. The rHa^OBtld^PreBeriptlve 
aides were recited to luhmlt a echadtae of their hoM -rtsltB through Jima 20, 
1975. Twen^-ona out of the thirty mX&Ba from six oiit of eight puhllc schools 
responded. One isatructloaal aid« Vfta i^doaiy selected from aaoh of the six 
aehools, Obserratlon of one home visit could not be coapletM ae the parent 
was not at home at the icheduled ttoe and no other visit was sohedtiled by the 
aide. A pjide for obserrotlon waa dtt-vdsed. Home -rtsitB v&m obaerTed 
Jvm 4-Jwi© 9, 1975. 

iMmaLgg.,.Qf Reeyatp , 

1. Does aide demoBstrate approprlata inte:^#rsoaal relatloMsWpa with parent? 

Nirober Percent 

5 100.0^ 
No , 

Total 5 100.0^ 

All five visits observed were hiMtdled in a very profesal^nttl, y«t friendly 

mmmer. ^e aides seemed to be geiawtoaly Intareflted In the afelldren and 

mxions to discuss their prop-ess mi paroblems with the aoth0j*» In two of the 

five visits, the aides Imew the mother soolallyj however, th«y, too, were 

able to maintain a professioaal atmm men when the convers&Mon turaed to 

Intarests the two shared ttiat exolwdwl the child, ]ta all caa»a aides seemed 

to have established excellent rapport -t^th the Dctheri. 
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2, Is the aide wall reoeived by parent? 

Number Percent 

5®s 5 100. 0^ 

No 



"^ota.! 5 100. 0$ 

^ all casei the parent seemed pleased to see the aide. Refreshments had 
been prepared for the oocaslon at two homes and coffee offered at a third. All 
but one parent was eager to dlsouBS the child- s progress and Infomatlon con- 
cerning simmer school and the need to continue to stress reading duriiig the 
BwrnsT K^ntha. One parent listened intently, occasionally nodding approval or 
understanding, but did not speak during the session except to cordially greet 
the aide md observe, and to wish us a good mmmr. Mother parent was in 
the process of packing for an extended trip that was to begin the following day 
and seemed a little dismayed that she had lost track of time and had not called 
to cancel the visit. The aid« at this point indicated she was on:^ p: dng to 
drop off some of the child's poetiy and stories that had been to the group's 
magazine. Thm parent became immediately interested and involved in conversatloa 
with the aide. The session lasted forty minutes. 

3. Does the aide communicate clearly the purpose of the visit and use of the 
materials? 

Number percent 
5 100.0$ 

No 



5 100,0$ 

In all cases no homework assignments were made as it was nearly the end of 
the school year. Three of the five aides did take reading material and reading 
games and puzzles that the children could use during the aummer .ad on eumner 
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trips. All aides disctiaaed the progresi the child had mde during the year and 
gave the parent informtlon regarding siMiar school and the mportance of 
oontinued er^hasii on reading diiring the immer montha* 

Does the aide seek irformation in order to assist the child? 

Nimber Pergant 

Yes 

No ^ 100.0% 

Total 5 100.0$ 

None of the aidee sought info2™.tion in order to assist the child. However^ 
ttie school year \ms coming to a close ^d the aldsi may not have needed any in- 
formation beyond what they already had. 

5* la there two--way oomnimieatlon? 

Number Percent 

lee 5 100.0$ 

No ^ ^ 

Total 5 100,0$ 

In ttoee of the five vlsiti obeerved there wap a good exchange ideas and 
Interested InTOlveraent in conversation eLnttt le child and the prog* One 
mother 5 althongh rather qiilet^ did comimni. .e conceTOS about the l ^Id. The 
aide was quite receptive ^d helpful in suggesting additional avenues for 
easlstanee. One mother who did not speak throughout the session (see question 
#2)^ seemed to conmrunicate conceras, questions i approvml throxagh facial ex- 
pressions to the aide who ap^rently correctly interpreted and responded to 
the seeming satisfaction of the parent, 
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6. Ascertain aide's tmderstanding of Information from the parent and how she 
plaiit; to make use of it. 

All bu* om mother verbaliaed a sonoein that the child "kaep up" his reading 
diiriag the sumner. All aidoB rasponded by Ir Ulag the parent to take advantage 
of the sT^er prograra and encouraged them to request a library card for the 
child. 

7, Brief s TOmai y of general iinpresslon. 

Three of the five mothers visited wore In various ways involved either with 
the Diagnostic-Presoriptive Program or other compensatoi^- programs in the 
Dlatrtct and aeemed to be in tune with the problems their children were having, 
'j^st (four) seemed to be quite knowledgeable about the program and spoke at 
some length with the aides about its objectives and coi^lexlties . All mothers 
visited appeared veiy interested in their child's progress. The aldsa indicated 
the aothers had all been extremely coopeimtive In encouraging and working with 
the ehlldren, and all but one attended school and program fmictlona with some 
regularity, 

Rgeordi 

Home visit log. (aamine most current rocord. May also examine previous 
records, if a-railable. ) - 

Complete? (Child's name, pai-ent's name, address, telephone nmber.) 

N umber percent 

2 40.0^ 
2 40,0 
Not ^plicable 20.0 

Total 5 100,0$ 

Two of the five home ^sit logs emmlned were complete. Two did not indicate 

parent's name, address, or telephone nmiber. Home visit logs were not uaed in 

ona instanee since the monthly attendamoe records had been Instituted. 
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Otte ci' last home visit? 

Lapse of Tim© SJ^ce last Home Visit 
Number Percent 

One Week 2 50, 0^ 

Two Weeks 2 go^Q 

^•^—1 A 100,01 

No more than two weeks had lapsed since the last home visit, Di two inst^ce 
only 011a. -nie aides indicated that all these parents were visited eveiT week, 
generallj. Two aides Indicated that weekly visits didn't seem as i:#c6ssa^ the 
last month of school. At one obserTOtion, home ^sit logs wore not used slnoe 
the iMnthJ.7 attwidance reeords had been instituted. 

Visit number? 

The observed, visits were numbered 19, 17, 3, 4. Two aides indicated they 
were ralativaly new to the ptogram, but iihat they had visited the homa at least 
twice montiay since they immn vork. 

Is there a prescripts .:.*: w t,:3,t.ed'r 

Number Peroent 

'^es 5 100. 0^ 

No 

'^ot&l 5 100,0% 

Prescription sheets and aides' comnents were up-to-date in all cases. 
Prescriptions written were qiiite detailed. 

Does aide understand reason for prescription? 

Number Percent 

^•s 5 100.0^ 

No , 

"^otAl 5 100,0$ 
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In all CEsos th© aides sejmed to be very much aware of the oMld^s spseific 
-prohlmB md the ne^ for a given presoription. All were able to explain well 
how Hxe treato^t th©y gaTO the child oorresponded to the prescription* 

Do comB»nta aery^e as means of comm^oatlon to Dla^oetlc-Pr*ieGriptive teachersi 

b^r Perumt 



^es 5 100*0% 

No ^ ^ 

Total 5 100. 0% 

Si all eases tr - : oonimanta were inforaative to the teachera and co^d 
ba ^eful in QQimuni. uig to the parent, Comcents inoluded the MOtmt of work 
oonplated, the chlld^e reaotion to asaignmenti (aa oom^luated by parent) , 
parentis reaotion to aaeigoment and to ehild's progress, the amomt of coopera- 
tion received from the parent* Generally, aides* (md teachers*) comenta gave 
a vea^ good aooouat of thm progreas the ehild had mde In the program* 
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